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OLD TEMPLE BAR from a drawing by H. K. Rooke 


TEMPLE BAR 


IN THE 


GREAT FIRE 


One can imagine with what relief of 
mind the crowds surging about the 
ancient Temple Bar—an old timber 
structure with steep red-tiled roof—saw 
on that fateful Wednesday in Sep- 
tember, 1666, the Great Fire of London 
stayed in its westward course near 
Inner Temple Gate. The falling of the 
wind, which for four days had swept 
the fire-brand over the City, and the 
use of gunpowder in the Temple 
and by Fetter Lane, preserved Temple 
Bar unharmed on the Fire’s edge. 
In his Diary for September 6th, 1666, Samuel 
Pepys writes :— 

“T took boat on the other side the bridge, and so 
to Westminster, thinking to shift myself, being 
all in dirt from top to bottom ; but could not 
there find any place to buy a shirt or pair of 
gloves . ... but to the Swan, and there was 
trimmed. ....andsohome. A sad sight to 
see how the river looks ; no houses nor church 
near it, to the Temple, where it stopped.” 
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Current Topics. 
The Ex-Officers of the Military Legal Staff in Ireland. 


WE ARE GLAD to draw the attention of our readers to a letter 
from Mr. Nessirt, a member of the Council of The Law Society, 
which we print elsewhere, asking for help in connection with the 
placing of officers lately employed in Ireland on the Legal Staff 
of the Judge Advocate General’s Department. Mr. Nessirr 
writes as Chairman of a Committee appointed by the Minister of 
Labour to advise himin the matter. The testimony of General 
MacrEADY commanding the Forces in Ireland is very strong. 
He says that apart from dealing with an enormous amount of 
work, they have been in daily danger of their lives, and he is 
himself proposing to make strong representations to the Govern- 
ment that they should deal generously with these gentlemen 
who have risked not only their lives, but in many cases their 
future prospects, by going to Ireland to assist the Government ; 
and Sir Fenix Casset, K.C., the Judge Advocate General, 
speaks of an understanding that they would have a prior claim 
to consideration in connection with Government legal appoint- 
ments. We hope our readers may be able to help those who are 
solicitors anxious to return to private practice to satisfactory 


posts. 


Courts-Martial under the Restoration of Order in 

Ireland Act. 

Ir IS INTERESTING to know that there were three grades of 
officers. The Legal Officer held the rank of Lt.-Col., the Assistant 
Legal Officer that of Major, and the Court Martial Officer that of 
Captain. The Restoration of Order in Ireland Act required 
that the legal members of the Court Martial should be certified 
by the Lord Chief Justice of England and the Lord Chancellor 
of Ireland to be persons of legal experience, and all the legal 
and assistant legal officers were so certified. It may be difficult 
to find established legal posts in the Government service in 
England ; there are in all 367 such posts, but the best of them 
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are, of course, filled by promotion from the lower grades. At the 
same time the claims of the gentlemen in question deserve very 
sympathetic consideration. 


Chancery King’s Counsel. 


Ir nas been announced (Times, 6th inst.,) that a meeting of the 
leaders of the Chancery Bar is to be held on Monday to consider 
the revocation of the rule by which leading counsel are attached 
to a particular court, and cannot accept briefs in any other court 
without a special fee. The reason of the rule is well known. 
It is to secure that the leading counsel who has been briefed shall 
be actually on the spot when the case comes on. In the King’s 
Bench Division there is no such security. The leader may 
have cases in half-a-dozen different courts, and if he does not, 
like a famous Parliamentary counsel, do equal justice by neglecting 
them all, he certainly cannot be present, unless intermittently, 
at more than one. And even in the Chancery Division, the 
leader, though attached to the court, may happen at the critical 
moment to be in the House of Lords or the Court of Appeal. 
But to gain complete freedom he must go “ special,” and then 
with an added honorarium of fifty guineas all the Courts of the 
Chancery Division are open to him. One effect, of course, is 
—or may be—to lighten the pressure of his work, and with this 
object Lord ALverstone, when in busy practice at the Bar, 
required a special fee, an example which we believe has been 
followed since. But that is rather a different matter. What 
would be the effect of the Chancery leaders reclaiming their 
liberty it is hardly for us to predict. Not improbably it might 
be to the advantage of the Junior Bar. A client who was doubtful 
about securing the presence of a leader might be content to rely 
on a junior. Some years ago Mr. Justice Sarcant deprecated 
the non-employment of leading counsel in cases raising difficult 
questions ; but it is really a question of the ability and learning 
of the particular counsel whether leader or junior—and of his 
being on the spot, which, atter all, is the great thing. 


Peeresses in the House of Lords. 


PosstBLy witH some lack of caution we indorsed (ante, p. 328) 
the decision of the Committee of Privileges that, by virtue of the 
Sex Disqualification (Removal) Act, 1919, peeresses are now 
entitled to sit in the House of Lords. But the House of Lords 
itself is not satisfied with this decision, and on the motion of 
the Lord Chancellor it was, on 30th March, referred back to 
the Committee for re-consideration. So far as the question 
depends on the particular words of the Patent under which 
Lady Ruonppa enjoys her Viscounty, we are not in a position 
to discuss the matter. Part of it was quoted by the Lord 
Chancellor, but we have not seen the whole of it, and we can 
only go by the words of the Act, which say that “a person shall 
not be disqualified by sex or marriage from the exercise of any 
public function.” If a particular Patent of Peerage—assuming 
this to be possible—does not give the right to sit, this is a different 
matter, though we doubt whether it is possible. But so far as 
the question depends on the words “* public function,” the matter 
seems to be clear, and was so regarded by Sir Gorpon Hewart, 
when he was before the Committee of Privileges. Whether 
Lord Hewart may be of a different opinion we do not know. 
According to Lord Donovcumorg, he gave close attention to 
the case before the Committee of Privileges, and he is not likely 
to have overlooked any point depending on the form of the 
Patent. In fact, the discussion in the House of Lords turned 
mainly on the intention of Parliament as appearing from the 
debates on the Bill. The Lord Chancellor, of course, did not 
miss the obvious point that, for a Court of Law, these debates 
are irrelevant to the construction of the Act, but he suggested 
that it might be different with the Committee of Privileges. 
With respect we beg leave to differ. The right to sit in the House 
of Lords is a legal right depending on legal considerations. In 
the pending reformation of the House of Lords, Lord BirnkENHEAD 
objects to improvements piecemeal, and would prefer to know 
the “sum total of the beneficent changes to bemade.”” That may 








be so, but meanwhile it is a question of the construction of the 
Act, taken in connection with the circumstances affecting the 
particular Patent of Nobility. 


Attendance and the Rent Restriction Act. 

THe Datty Press, we notice, seems greatly surprised at the 
decision of the High Court in Nye v. Davis (1922, W.N. 14), 
that a flat is not within the protection of the Rent Restriction 
Act when the rent includes payment for “attendance.” This, 
however, follows from the wording of the Increase of Rent and 
Mortgage Interest Act, 1920, s. 12 (2), proviso (i): “ This Act 
shall not, save as otherwise expressly provided, apply to a 
dwelling-house bond fide let at a rent which includes payments 
in respect of board, attendance and use of furniture.” The 
last three items are obviously to be read disjunctively, and are 
so read by county court judges, to whom the point is not in the 
least novel: they have to apply it almost daily. It is just 
arguable that the letting of one or two rooms unfurnished in a 
house, but with attendance, does not come within the letter of 
this proviso, for such rooms are only “ part of a dwelling-house,” 
not “a dwelling-house,” and it may be that the proviso only 
applies to the letting of complete houses. Even if this is so, 
however, a “ flat” is unquestionably a complete dwelling-house. 
We need scarcely add that the provisions of ss. 9 and 10 of the 
Act relating to “ furnished lettings,” only prevent the exaction of 
excessive rents; they do not give the tenants the protection 
accorded to statutory tenants. It should also be added that the 
payment for attendance must be part of the “rent”; if it is 
a separate payment for service rendered and not expressly 
included in the rent, although arising at the same time out of 
the same tenancy agreement, then the premises are not let at a 
“rent ” which includes “ attendance,” and are protected by the 
Act: Wood v. Wallace (1921, 90 L.J. K.B. 319). The only 
novelty in Nye v. Davies (supra), was that it construed 
“attendance” as including such services as “cleaning the 
staircases,” and “ removing house refuse.” It is arguable that 
these are services rendered outside the premises, not inside, and 
that “ attendance ” must be confined to “ inside ” services, 


* 
Adjournment of Inquests. 

Mr. SourHa.t, the Coroner for Herefordshire, has taken the 
common-sense course of adjourning his unfinished inquest into 
the death of Mrs. Armstrone until the indictment found by 
the Grand Jury this-week, charging her husband with murder, 
has been tried at Assizes. This course, as he pointed out, creates 
a precedent, for, hitherto, justices in Petty Sessions have never 
committed a prisoner for trial on a charge of homicide until the 
inquest has been completed and a verdict of the coroner’s jury 
returned. Indeed, it usually—but by no means always—happens 
that no charge is preferred against anyone until after the con- 
clusion of the coroner’s inquiry. But, of course, such a procedure 
is not always convenient; sometimes an arrest is necessary 
at once, and in such cases the accused must be brought before 
justices within eight days and charged with some offence. In 
the present case proceedings before justices and the inquest took 
place concurrently, and grave delay inevitably occurred since 
many of the witnesses could not afford to attend two inquiries 
continuously. Mr. Justice Darina, it will be remembered, 
adjourned the Hereford Assizes in order that the accused might be 
committed this circuit term, if such committal could be made 
by justices without prejudice to the interests either of justice or 
of the prisoner ; had the learned judge not taken this course a 
delay of some months in the trial of the accused would have been 
inevitable. In these circumstances it was really out of the question 
for the Coroner to continue his inquest while the prisoner was 
actually on trial for his life: any such procedure is unthinkable. 
His adjournment for a month, which he made, he says, after 
consulting high legal authority, was obviously the just and 
prudent course. As, however, the lack of precedent throws 
some doubt on its regularity, it seems desirable that statutory 
authority for such a procedure should be obtained at the earliest 
possible date. 
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Betting Cheques and Trustees in Bankruptcy. 

No povst the decision of the House of Lords in Sutters v. Briggs 
(ante, p. 48 (9); 1922, A.C. 1), that bets paid by cheque can 
be recovered, has caused a certain amount of embarrassment 
to recipients of money in the course of transactions of which 
the Legislature has shown its disapproval, but we rather doubt 
the correctness of the mode which Mr. Justice AstBuRY has 
adopted for the purpose removing the embarrassment. In 
Trustee of A. F. Scranton v. Pearse (Times, 6th inst.) a trustee 
in bankruptcy claimed the return of the amount of betting 
cheques paid by the bankrupt, and-was met with the defence 
that the action was not maintainable on the ground that the 
Court would not allow the trustee, as an officer of the Court, 
to make what was in fact a dishonest or dishonourable claim. 
That the Court will not allow its officer to take improper advan- 
tage of a mistake in law was established by Ex parte James 
(16 Q.B.D. 308); and in Re Tyler (1907, 1 K.B. 865) the principle 
was extended to the case of premiums paid by the wife of a 
bankrupt, to which she had no legal claim, but which in fact 
maintained the policy for the benefit of creditors. The principle, 
as stated by Farwe t, L.J., is that, in the administration of 
estates the officer of the Court is bound to be even more straight- 
forward and honest than an ordinary person in the affairs of 
every-day life. The matter was reviewed by WarrincTon, L.J., 
in his judgment in Re Thellusson (1919, 2 K.B., p. 743), where 
he referred to the jurisdiction of the Court as a jurisdiction to 
direct its officer “‘ to preserve a line of conduct which an honest 
man actuated by motives of morality and justice would pursue, 
although not compellable thereto by legal process.” There is, 
of course, one obvious distinction between those cases and the 
present. In those cases the question arose in the administration 
of a bankrupt’s estate. In the present the action was, indeed, 
by a trustee in bankruptcy, but appears to have been an ordinary 
action, and the sole question for the Court would seem to be 
whether the defendants had a legal defence or no. Possibly 


this is a matter of form rather than of substance, but it seems 


very questionable whether a trustee in bankruptcy is, on the 
above principle, debarred from asserting in the interest of creditors 
the claim which the House of Lords in Sutters v. Briggs have 
given him. “ Bookmakers,” said the learned Judge, “ carry on 
a business in which they are perfectly entitled to engage.” This 
may be so, but it is permissible to have an opinion as to the 
morality of the business, and bookmakers are hardly such useful 
members of society as to deserve judicial recognition. Possibly 
Sutters v. Briggs has created a position which calls for the 
consideration of the Legislature, but we take leave to doubt 


whether it is suitable for the intervention of the Courts. 


Implication of terms in Charter-parties. 

THE RULE OF interpretation, by which the Court will supply 
a lacuna or casus omissus in a statute, is well known; but it does 
not apply with the same force in the case of commercial 
documents. There the courts will only imply a term, in order 
to meet a case not contemplated by the parties, when such impli- 
cation is absolutely vital in order to preserve the “ business 
efficacy,” as Lord Justice Cuitty called it, of the contract ; they 
will not imply a term merely in order to do equity or to obviate 
hardship: White v. Turnbull and Martin (3 Com. Cas. 183). 
The special application of this rule to the case of charter-parties 
has just been approved by the House of Lords in L. French & Co. 
lid. v. Leiston Shipping Company Ltd. (38 T.L.R. 459). Ship- 
brokers were employed by the owner of a ship to effect charters 
of the vessels. They effected one for eighteen months, and, of 
course, their brokerage would run on freights during the currency 
of this charter. But, after it had run four months, the owner 
sold the vessel. The result was the charter-party automatically 
terminated and the shipbroker lost the chance of earning com- 
mission for the period of fourteen months yet torun. This seems 
hardly equitable, and it is tempting to imply in these circum- 
stances one or other of several well-known classes of implied 
warranty. For example, a warranty that the owners will not 


sell the ship during the currency of the charter. Ora warranty 
that they will not take any step, voluntarily or otherwise than 
under compulsion either of law or of force majeure, to terminate 
the charter. Or else a warranty that they will put the brokers in 
a position to earn their commission during the full period of any 
charter effected by them. Or else a warranty that they will give 
the brokers a chance of earning their commission. Following 
the case we have quoted, however, an authority of thirty years’ 
standing, and therefore not to be overruled lightly, the House of 
Lords refused to imply any of these warranties. They took the 
simple ground that the owners had never promised not to sell 
their ship, and that such a warranty could not be implied. They 
even considered it to be irrelevant whether or not the owners had 
sold their ship for the express purpose of escaping further payment 
of commission; although, here, an equity lawyer might feel 
tempted to say that in such a case the principle is “ disturbing the 
quiet enjoyment” of his broker. Equity, however, must not 
nowadays be imported irto purely common law transactions— 
except in the three cases where Lord MANSFIELD succeeded in 
doing so, notwithstanding the adverse opinion of his own legal 
contemporaries. 


Women Barristers and Wigs. 


WE pRINT elsewhere the recommendations made by a Com- 
mittee of Judges and Benchers of the Inns of Court as to the 
appropriate costume for “‘ women barristers.” We owe the 
Committee—the members of which have wisely remained 
anonymous—a tribute of gratitude for the word ““ women,” not 
“lady”; but that is the extent of our commendation. The 
equality of the sexes as regards opportunity has not hitherto 
been considered to involve equality as regards dress, and that is 
what the recommendations of the Committee come to. The 
wig may in the case of a man be the appropriate covering for his 
hair—or the lack of it. According to Sir HerBert STEPHENS 
(Times, 1st inst.) it came in some two or three hundred years 
ago for “reasons of cleanliness and health ”’—that is, it was 
better in those days to shave the head and wear a wig; and 
when people became sensible and cut their hair short so that it 
could be kept clean, the wig was retained by the conservative 
instincts of the lawyers as a distinctive head dress. But it was a 
man’s head dress, not a woman’s, and the wig will be as much out 
of place on a woman’s head as any masculine article of attire— 
we forbear to particularize—on her body. And we need not 
follow Sir Hersert STEPHENS into the various practical 
difficulties that will arise according to the manner in which the 
woman barrister disposes of her natural hair. The wig must 
‘completely cover and conceal the hair.” How shocking should 
a stray lock emerge! Sir HERBERT says it cannot be done when 
the hair is ““ bobbed ” ; but how does he knqw what that means ? 
And with other modes the wig will give “a hydrocephalous, 
ungainly, and ludicrous appearance.” “‘ Hydrocephalous ” sounds 
forcible, though we are glad it is not of our using. It may be 
said that our criticism is destructive merely. What have we to 
say constructively ? But that is really for the Committee when 
the matter is referred back to them—as it ought to be—for 
re-consideration. At any rate, they need not encourage the 
women to ape the men in their dress. Both Sir HERBERT 
SrepHENS and Lieut.-Col. Hawkes (Times, 3rd inst.) offer 
suggestions—a biretta, or toque, or coif. But, no doubt, 
the best solution would be just his or her own natural hair for 
everybody. 


Lady Astor’s Coercion Bill. 


A curious little anomaly is to be found in the Bill for abolishing 
the invidious doctrine of matrimonial coercion, which Lady Astor 
has introduced into the House of Commons. The Bill abolishes 
the presumption of coercion by a husband, but enacts that the 
plea can still be put forward by a wife if the facts prove that she 
was actually coerced by her husband, and that in such a case 
she is entitled to be acquitted. This is reasonable enough, but 





it does not introduce that legal equality between the sexes which 
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it is the expressed aim of Lady Astor's Bill to remove. A 
husband, actually coerced by his wife, is not permitted to put 
forward such a plea, nor can he be acquitted on this ground. It 
seems a pity that Lady Astor did not pursue logic to the bitter 
end and insert a provision ensuring equality of the sexes in this 
respect. Of course, actual physical compulsion by another is 
a defence to a criminal charge ; but coercion falls far short of the 
conduct which the law deems to be“ actual physical compulsion.” 








The Law of Property Bill. 
Trusts for Sale. 


Apart from sales by absolute owners, sales of property are 
usually effected either under trusts or powers. Sales under 
trusts require that the land should have been conveyed or devised 
upon trust for sale; sales under powers are sales by personal 
representatives under their statutory or common law powers ; 
sales by tenants for life, also under the statutory power; sales 
(now comparatively rare) by trustees under an express power 
in a settlement ; and sales by mortgagees under the power, now 
usually the statutory power, incident to their security. Putting 
aside sales by mortgagees, the simplest of these cases are sales 
by trustees under a trust for sale and by personal representatives 
under their statutory power, as regards real estate, or their 
common law power as regards leaseholds. Where land is con- 
veyed inter vivos on trust for sale, the conveyance and the declara- 
tion of trust of the rents till sale and of the proceeds of sale 
are usually effected by separate deeds and only the conveyance 
comes on the title. Where land is devised on trust for sale 
the will, of course, contains the trusts of the proceeds of sale, 
but the result is the same, for a purchaser is not concerned with 
these trusts and his title depends only on the trust for sale. 
Usually the same persons are both executors and trustees for 
sale, and the question frequently arises whether they are selling 
as executors or as trustees. Where the sale takes place shortly 
after the testator’s death, the sale is usually under the executors’ 
power of sale, and this probably gives the purchaser the better 
title. 

The scheme of the Law of Property Bill, so far as it affects 
vendors and purchasers, depends to a very large extent on the 
utilisation and development of the machinery of trusts for sale 
and sales by tenants for life under their statutory powers. Thus, 
clause 3 (ante, p. 355), which is intended to save purchasers 
the necessity of inquiry as to equitable interests, and to approxi- 
mate private conveyancing as far as possible to conveyance on a 
register, provides, by a rather troublesome process of double 
negatives, that equitable interests shall be overridden by trusts 
for sale and by the exercise of powers under the Settled Land Acts. 
Primd facie this does pot alter existing conveyancing practice, 
and—to deal at present with trusts for sale only—it is only 
necessary to introduce them as part of the machinery of con- 
veyancing which the Bill establishes. This isin accordance with 
the statement in the draughtman’s prefatory Memorandum, 
that the Bill “is not revolutionary, but evolutionary, for a 
precedent for all the principles adopted can be found in the 
existing law.” But what we have said as to the operation 
of trusts for sale applies only to equitable interests which at 
present are liable to be overridden by a sale under the trust, 
and as regards these, itis, perhaps, correct to say that the Bill 
does no more than recognise existing conveyancing practice. 

But an extension of the purchaser’s protection against equitable 
interests is effected by clause 3 (3), which expressly makes a 
trust for sale effectual to override equitable interests which 
would not be overridden inthe ordinary course. Thus, par. (i) 
assumes that there isalegal estate which is subject to a trust forsale, 
and that after it has become so subject, equitable interests are 
created or arise which would not be overridden in the ordinary 
course. In due time, no doubt, some explanation will be forth- 


coming as to what are the equitable interests which will thus 








be overridden, though now they would not be overridden ; for 
prima facie, when once a trust for sale is created, this overrides 
both equitable interests arising under the trusts, and also equitable 
interests subsequently arising. Doubtless, however, the drafts- 
man has concrete cases in view which would show exactly how 
the provision is to extend the protection afforded by trusts for 
sale. Then there is the novel provision in clause 3 (3) (iii), 
that where there is no existing trust for sale, the owner of the 
legal estate may create one by conveyance to two trustees, 
approved by the beneficiaries or the court, or to a trust corporation, 
and then apparently all equitable interests, whenever arising, 
in the past or in the future, will be overridden by a sale under the 
trust. This seems to go further than par. (i), which appears to 
apply only to future equitable interests. But we do not profess 
to be at all clear. We are only attempting to discover the 
meaning of clause 3, justas every practitioner will have to do if 
the Bill becomes law. And we shall no doubt be pardoned if we 
miss our course on a first voyage over “ uncharted seas.” 

The provisions of the Fourth Schedule which we printed last 
week (ante, p. 394), are extended to develop the existing facilities 
afforded by trusts for sale. They require that the trustees of 
the conveyance and the settlement (where these are separate) 
shall be the same; i.e., that in appointing trustees of the con- 
veyance, the persons who are trustees of the settlement must be 
so appointed (clause 1). Clause 2 removes difficulties as to 
consent to the exercise of the trust for sale, and it introduces 
the new requirement—though not so as to affect purchasers— 
that the trustees shall, so far as practicable, give effect tothe wishes 
of the beneficiaries of full age or a majority of them; and sub- 
clause (4) declares that a power to postpone sale shall be implied 
when a contrary intention appears, and that trustees shall not be 
liable for postponing sale. In practice the question of postponing 
sale is often one of difficulty, and this provision will make the 
way of trustees easier. Clause 3 declares, in accordance with 
the principles stated above, that a purchaser of the legal estate 
under a trust for sale is not concerned with the trusts affecting 
the proceeds, and this will apply to equitable irterests—whatever 
these may be—which are overridden under clause 3 (3) (i) of 
the Bill, though they would not be overridden otherwise ; but the 
important restriction is now introduced that the purchase money 
must be paid either to two trustees or to a trust corporation. 
The word “trust”? has been introduced in the present Bill, 
but we do not find that “ trust corporation ” is defined. Perhaps 
it would be convenent if this were done. And powers of manage- 
ment are conferred on trustees for sale, and of delegating these 
poweys to a tenant for life; also power of partitioning the land 
where the net proceeds of sale have become absolutely vested 
in persons of full age in undivided shares. The provisions of this 
Schedule are comparatively short and simple, and they will be 
found useful in practice. Save as regards the requirement 
of payment to two trustees or a irust corporation, they do not 
appear to affect purchasers, for the question of postponement of 
sale is rendered unimportant as regards them by s. 10 (3) of the 
Conveyancing Act, 1911. As we have said, the important clause 
for purchasers is clause 3 of the Bill, and doubtless understanding 
of this will come in course of time to the diligent student. 








A Tenant's Liability for Premises 
in Military Occupation. 


Ir is obvious that the House of Lords would not nowadays over- 
rule the classical case of Paradine v. Jane (Aleyn, 26), although 
Mr. Justice BattHacue had the courage to do so in the court of 
first instance ; and therefore the judicial affirmation of the Court 
of Appeal’s decision in Matthey v. Curling (ante, p. 386), 
was a foregone conclusion. The owner of Offley House, near 
Hitchen, let it to a tenant on a long lease, subject to covenants to 
pay rent, to insure against fire, and to deliver up at the end of the 
term in good repair. The War Office requisitioned the premises, and 
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during their occupation they were burned down. A military 
court of inquiry, necessarily held in such cases in accordance 
with the requirements of the King’s Regulations, made a report, 
not explaining the causes of the fire, but acquitting the troops 
in occupation of any legal negligence. Thereupon the War Office 
took what Lord Buckmaster described as the extraordinary course 
of refusing to accept responsibility or undertake the expense of 
carrying out the convenant to repair. The owner, in due course, 
sued the assignees of the lease on his covenant ; and, of course, the 
latter relied on the doctrine of “‘ frustration,’ due to an event 
not contemplated by the parties, namely, the requisition of the 
premises by the military. 

It ishardly necessary to say that Paradine v. Jane (supra), long 
ago ruled out such a defence ; for the tenant of a house undertakes 
by his covenants an absolute duty to pay the rent and deliver 
the premises up in repair ; he warrants the possibility of perform- 
ing these obligationsand must either perform them or pay damages 
for non-performance. The trial judge, Mr. Justice BAILHACHE, 
felt compelled to apply the rule as regards the payment of rent, 
but refused to apply it as regards the “delivery up”; for some 
reason, not very clear, he distinguished between the character 
of the legal obligation imposed by those respective covenants, and 
considered that the duty to pay rent is an absolute duty, whereas 
the duty to yield up in repair is not absolute, but contingent upon 
the non-happening of any unexpected event which may render 
itimpossible to perform it. This view was rejected by the Court 
of Appeal (Lord Justice BANKEs and Lord Justice YouNGER), 
although Lord Justice ATKIN supported it in a dissenting judg- 
ment, and a very strong House of Lords (Lords BucKMASTER, 
ATKINSON, SUMNER, WRENBURY and Carson) upheld the 
majority view unanimously. Since the facts were precisely 
in the form in Paradine v. Jane (supra), no other result seems 
possible. It is interesting to note, however, that the two judges 
who wished to apply the “ frustration of adventure ” doctrine 
so as to exclude the tenant's liability, either wholly or as regards 
Ahe duty to yield up in repair, are both extremely able and 
experienced commercial lawyers; and, doubtless, the point is 
one on which a commercial judge would not attach quite the same 
sanctity to an old real property decision as Lords BucKMASTER 
and WrENBURY or Lord Justice YounGER. 

The point in Matthey v. Curling (supra), is so interesting and 
important that it is worth while mentioning the actual grounds 
on which the defence relied. There were three pleas, namely :— 
(1) That the defendant was evicted by title paramount,and that the 
lease was thereby determined ; (2) frustration of the purposes for 
which the lease was granted: and (3) prevention by the lawful 
acts of the military authorities. As regards the first point, 
the only comment is that it was obviousl} far too ingenious 
to succeed. True, the Crown is Lord Paramount of all freeholds 
in England; true,also,the military authorites occupied the premises 
as servants of the Crown, and therefore it is possible to contend 
that the tenant was evicted by the servants of the Lord Paramount 
of the land. But this is not the meaning in law of this ancient 
plea. What it does mean is that the freeholder lawfully loses 
his title to the Lord Paramount by surrender, forfeiture, escheat 
or otherwise, and that the effect of his grant to the tenant is 
thereby terminated or destroyed as a legal right. Unless termina- 
tion in law of the tenant’s interest is the necessary consequence 
of the re-entry of the Lord Paramount, this is no “ eviction by 
Title Paramount”: Upton v. Townend (25 L. J., C.P., 44, per 
Chief Justice Jervis, at p. 50). It follows that the temporary 
occupation of the land, under statutory or prerogative power, 
by the military could not possibly be a case of “ eviction by 
title paramount.” The second plea, that of frustration, we 
must reserve for further examination in connection with other 
recent cases ; but the reader may be referred to the very interesting 
commentary on this doctrine contained in the recent edition of 
PotLock on Contracts. As regards the third plea, the force 


majeure of the military authorities, the answer clearly is that the 


tenant would have been equally liable to carry out his covenants 
had the destruction occurred during the occupancy of a sub- 








tenant or an assignee ; his liability to the landlord is not limited 
to periods during which he is himself in occupation, or to acts he 
can himself control. 

We should add that, in answer to questions in the House of 
Commons on Monday, Sir L. Wortrtneron-Evans, the Secretary 
for War, said that criticisms of the action of the War Office were 
based on a misapprehension of the facts. The assignees of the 
lease were told that the War Office would not accept liability 
for fire and that they must insure. The rest of the answer, 
so far as material, is as follows :— 

In point of fact, the War Department Valuer took steps to have the 
fire policy which was already in existence endorsed by the insurance 
company with a statement to the effect that the policy was not 
invalidated by the military occupation. Further, when the house 
was taken over by the military authorities the assignees of the lease 
were invited to submit a claim to the Defence of the Realm Losses 
Commission. A claim for rent was submitted, which the Department 
was not prepared to admit in full, but before the case was sent to the 
Losses Commission the claimants were asked whether they desired 
to amend their claim by reason of the fire. They decided, however, 
to proceed by Petition of Right for both rent and reinstatement. 
This Petition is still pending, the Petitioners having asked the Depart- 
ment to allow the matter to stand over until the result of the appeal 
in Curling v. Matthey was known. In view, however, of the provisions 
of the Indemnity Act, 1920, the claim will now be a matter for the 
War Compensation Court to deal with. That Court will be in a position 
to adjudicate on the various matters both of law and fact. 








Reviews. 
Bankruptcy. 


Grsson & WELDoN’s StupENTs’ BANKRUPTCY, intended as an Explanatory 
Treatise on the Law and Practice of Bankruptcy, prepared specially for 
the use of Students. Eighth Edition. By ArtHur WELDON, H. GiBson 
Rivineton, M.A. Oxon., and A. Cirrrorp FountaIng. The “ Law 
Notes ’’ Publishing Offices. 

Gibson & Weldon’s Students’ Bankruptcy is too well-known to need 
more than a word of notice. The present edition has been revised through- 
out. It is, of course, based on the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, and the pro- 
visions of the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1914, and other statutes have 
been incorporated so far as relevant. The object of the book is to give 
the Bankruptcy Act and Rules, and the decisions, in such detail as to be 
sufficient for the needs of the student and for the ordinary needs of the 
practitioner. The section on the avoidance of settlements made by the 
bankrupt (pp. 179 et seq.), is a good example of the way in which clearness 
of exposition is combined with sufficient fulness of reference to decisions. 
These include Re Carter d& Kenderdine’s Contract (1897, 1 Ch. 776) and Re 
Hart (1912, 3 K.B. 6), which furnish the main protection to purchasers 
against claims by trustees in bankruptcy ; and similar] y successful treatment 
of the law characterizes the book threughout. 








Books of the Week. 


Election Franchise.—The Representation of the People Acts, 1918 
to 1921, with Explanatory Notes. By Sir Huon Fraser, LL.D., Barrister 
at-Law. Second Edition. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. 42s. net. 

Legal Guide—Sweet & Maxwell’s Guide to the Legal Profession, 
the London LL.B., and to Students’ Law Books; with suggested courses 
of reading. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. 2s. 6d. net. 

Deeds of Arrangement.—Lawrance’s Deeds of Arrangement and 
Statutory Compositions and Schemes, with Precedents. 9th Edition. 
By Sypney Epwarp WI.14Ms, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 
10s. net. 








Correspondence. 


Officers lately Employed in Ireland on the Legal 
Staff of the Judge Advocate General’s Department. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Str,—I am writing at the request of a Committee of the Headquarters, 
Appointments Department, Ministry of Labour, of which I am Chairman, 
to ask you to be so good as to give publicity to the requirements of certain 
Officers lately employed in Ireland on the Military Legal Staff of the Judge 
Advocate General’s Department, who are now out of employment. 

My Committee are satisfied from the evidence of Officials of the War Office 
and of the Judge Advocate General’s Department that these Officers who 
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undertook legal employment with the Army in Ireland in connection 
with the administration of the Restoration of Order in Ireland Act were 
urgently needed, and were carefully selected for the tasks imposed on them ; 
that the work was admirably done has been amply proved to us by the 
testimony of General Sir C. F. Macready, K.C.B., G.H.Q., Dublin, and 
Sir Felix Cassel, Bt., K.C., the Judge Advocate General. 

There was great difficulty in obtaining the services of qualified barristers 
and solicitors, and the work has been arduous and often dangerous, and 
now their employment has terminated. In each case the Officers served 
during the great War. 

We have examined the Professional and Military Records (as recorded 
by the Judge Advocate General's Department) of all of them, and my 
Committee have had personal interviews both in London and Ireland with 
many of the Officers concerned, and we are satisfied not only that their 
claims for legal or administrative employment are established, but that 
they are well qualified to undertake such work as may be entrusted to them 
either at home or abroad. The difficulty is to find it. 

Some cases have been disposed of and we wish to acknowledge the help 
given to us by the Colonial Office in connection with appointments abroad, 
and by many professional bodies with whom we have been in communication, 
but there remain a considerable number to be placed. A register of the 
Officers with full particulars of their careers has been prepared and is at 
the Headquarters of the Appointments Department, Ministry of Labour, 
Clement's Inn, and our Secretary, Colonel H. K. Umfreville, D.S.O., will 
give all possible information. 

We are hopeful that this letter may attract the attention of your readers 
who may be in want of, or know others who may be in want of, skilled legal 
administrative or business assistance, and who would be glad to be brought 
in touch with men who have so well served their Country in a time of urgent 
need. The ages of the Officers are from 28 to 52. 

If there are any questions that any of your readers would like me to answer 
I hope they will ask them. 

Rost. C. Nessirr, 
Chairman, Appointments Dept., 
Ministry of Labour Committee. 


Ministry of Labour, 
3 & 4 Clement's Inn, 
Strand, W.C. 
27th March. 


Aggreg tion. 
[T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Dear Srr,—lIn their zeal for remission of taxation our legislators might do 
worse than turn their attention to the principle of aggregation, an excellent 
device for raising revenue, but very burdensome in its operation. 

A recent case which I have had to deal with illustrates, I think, a real 
hardship due to the application of aggregation. 

An intestate’s net “free” estate was valued at £11,000, on which, apart 
from aggregation, estate duty was payable at the rate of 5 per cent. 

There was, however, settled property in which the deceased had a life 
interest which passed to her husband (and administrator), but he has no 
control over the capital of the settled funds which, on his death, there being 
no children, will go to the next-of-kin of the wife. The aggregation of the 
settled property with the free estate for the purposes of rate raised the rate 
of estate duty on the free estate to 9 per cent. or nearly double the normal 
rate, surely an undue and disproportionate burden under the circumstances. 

Some former exemptions to aggregation have one by one been whittled 
away, and I think it is time that they should be restored or that the principle 
of aggregation should be largely, if not wholly, abolished. 


3rd April. Gray's Inn. 


Retrospective Legislation. 
[T'0 the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—A question was recently asked in the House of Commons with 
regard to the case of Attorney-General v. Wilts United Dairies Limited 
(reported in your issue of the 30th July last, page 752), in which it was held 
that the Food Controller had no legal authority to exact a pecuniary payment 
as a condition of granting licences with regard to milk produced in certain 
counties. 

Mr. Stanley Baldwin in reply stated that an appeal was pending in the 
House of Lords and added :— 

“If judgment be given by the House of Lords against the Crown the 
Government will bring in a Bill to legalise their procedure in cases of this 
nature during the period of control.” 

Perhaps you or your readers can tell me whether there is any precedent 
for such retrospective legislation. The proposition seems to be a striking 
innovation and opposed to one’s pre-conceived ideas as to the finality of a 
decision of the House of Lords. 

The case referred to was a test case, many other parties being in a similar 
position to that of the defendants, and if these are *‘ the cases of this nature,” 
to which Mr. Baldwin referred, the proposal seems all the more remarkable. 
7, Hereford Road, 

Bayswater, W.2. 

20th March, 


S. L. MacAnprew. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


ATHERTON v. REYNOLDS. 24th March. 


Company—Contract—Drrectors—OFrFreER TO SELL SHARES TO DireEcToRS 
—DeatH or some Directors BEFORE ACCEPTANCE—WHETHER 
DIngcTORS ENTITLED PERSONALLY—LAPSE OF OFFER. 

An offer was made by the respondent to sell certain shares in a company 
to the directors thereof. Three of the six original directors died and the three 
surviving directors then purported to accept the offer. 

Held, that the offer was made not to the directors personally but to the board 
of directors for the time being, and therefore the surviving directors could not 
accept the offer. 





This was an appeal from a decision of the Court of Appeal reversing 
a decision of Eve, J. (65 Sou. J. 454). The short point raised was whether 
an offer to sell shares was made to directors personally or as agents of the 
company. The respondents were members of a leading firm of cotton 
brokers in Liverpool. The appellants were three of the original six directors, 
and the representatives of the three directors who had since died of a cotton 
spinning company now in voluntary liquidation. Under an agreement of 
January, 1906, the respondents, who were brokers for the company in 
the purchase of cotton, took up 1,500 shares in the company, and in 1911 
they advanced to the company £6,000 being the amount uncalled on the 
shares. By a letter dated 5th December, 1911, the respondents wrote 
the following letter: To the Directors Stockport No. 2 Ring Spinning Co. 
Gentlemen, We beg to inform you that should you at any time whilst 
we remain brokers of your company wish to take over the shares we have 
taken up as fully paid at par and the amount of calls in advance, we shall 
be happy to transfer them to you. Yours faithfully, Reynolds and Gibson.” 
The respondents alleged that this offer was made solely for the purpose of 
assisting the company financially, and was made to the directors on behalf 
of the company and not to the directors personally, that they revoked 
the offer in October, 1919, and that on 18th November, 1919, they ceased 
to be the company’s brokers. The appellants contended that by a letter 
written py their solicitors on 18th November, 1919, they accepted the 
offer made in 1911. The respondents claimed a declaration that there 
was no enforceable contract for the sale or transfer of the 1,500 shares. 
The appellants counter-claimed for specific performance of the contract. 
Eve, J., held that the offer was an offer to the persons who at that time 
were the directors of the company and that the offer was duly accepted. 
An offer made to several persons jointly was not determined by the death 
of some of them. The respondents therefore were not entitled to the 
declaration which they claimed. The Court of Appeal reversed this 
decision, being of opinion that on the true construction of the letter of 
5th December, 1911, the offer was made not to the directors personally, 
but to the board of directors for the time being. The offer had never 
been and could not now be accepted by the directors for the time being, 
and the respondents were therefore entitled to the declaration asked for. 

Their Lorpsutrs, without calling upon the respondents, dismissed the 
appeal. In their opinion the Court of Appeal had adopted the right 
construction of the letter of 5th December, 1911, namely, that it was an 
offer not to the directors personally, but to the board of directors from time 
to time.—CounseL : Romer, K.C., and Horowitz ; Clayton, K.C., Hogg, K.C., 
and Danckwerts. Sottcrrors: Rawle, Johnstone & Co., for Alexander, 
Wright & Co., Bacup ;, Charles Lightbound & Co. 

[Reported by 8. E. WILLIAMS, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


PENINSULAR AND ORIENTAL BRANCH SERVICE v. COMMON- 
WEALTH SHIPPING REPRESENTATIVE. No.1. 7th March. 


Suiprringc—Co.tiistion—War Risk oR Marine RisK—CONVEYANCE OF 
Mivirary Equirment In War ArgeaA—EvacuaTION OF BasE—‘ ConsE- 
QUENCES OF WARLIKE OPERATIONS.” 

A steamer proceeding under Government requisition with a cargo of ambulance 
wagons from Mudros to Alexandria on 1st January, 1916, at which date the 
evacuation of Gallipoli had just begun, collided with another vessel also on 
Government service off Alexandria. The collision took place at night, and 
both vessels, in obedience to naval orders, were steaming full speed ahead, without 
lights. 


Held (affirming decision of Bailhache, J.), that the collision was not the 
result of an ordinary marine risk, but was a “consequence of warlike 
operations.” 


Appeal from a decision of Bailhache, J., on a special case stated by an 
arbitrator. The atbitration was agreed on between the owners of the 
steamship Geelong and the Government of the Australian Commonwealth 
which had requisitioned her upon terms that the owners would continue 
to bear all ordinary marine risks, and the Commonwealth all war risks, within 
the usual meaning of the exception in a Lloyd’s policy of ‘‘ all consequences 
of hostilities and warlike operations.”” On the night of lst January, 1916, 


the Geelong was sunk as a consequence of a collision with the steamer 
Bonvilston in the Eastern Mediterranean, off Alexandria. 


The Geelong 
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had been used as a transport for troops from Australia to Suez. The 
troops had been discharged, and she was under orders for Gibraltar carrying 
Government stores and other cargo. It was admitted she was not engaged 
in a warlike operation. The Bonvilston was carrying ambulance wagons, 
hospital and other military equipment from Mudros to Alexandria, both 

»s being war bases, and Mudros the advanced base for the operations 
against Gallipoli, the evacuation of which had just commenced at this date. 
Both vessels, in obedience to the orders of the naval authorities, were 
steaming full speed ahead without lights, in order to evade attack from 
hostile submarines. The arbitrator, Mr. W. N. Raeburn, K.C., found, and 
so far as it was a matter of law held, that the collision was due to a marine 
risk, but stated a special case for the opinion of the court, and Bailhache, J., 
reversed his decision, following the observations of Lord Atkinson in 
Britain Steamship Co. v. King (1921, 1 A.C. 99, at p. 116). The Common- 
wealth shipping representative appealed. 

Lord STrerRNDALE, M.R., having stated the facts, and the findings 
below, proceeded. The Bonvilston was proceeding from Mudros to 
Alexandria with a cargo of ambulance wagons, being moved from 
one war base to another war base. The learned judge had reversed 
the learned arbitrator’s decision, very largely on what had been said 
by Lord Atkinson, referring to the St. Oswald case (1918, 2, K.B. 879) 
in Britain Steamship Company v. The King (1921, 1 A.C. 99, at p. 116). 
Bailhache, J., had stated, as a conclusion of law, that if a vessel 
was engaged in carrying war equipment from one war base to 
another, she was engaged in warlike operations. He (his lordship) was 
not prepared to assent to such a broad proposition as that. It depended on 
the circumstances of each case. A vessel might be carrying Government 
stores from one war base to another war base, and yet not be engaged in 
warlike operations. Personally, he would have been inclined to ask for 
a more distinct finding of the facts. But the Bonvilston was carrying those 
goods on Ist January, 1916, and the court was entitled to take judicial notice 
of the fact that the evacuation of Gallipoli was proceeding just at that time. 
If what the Bonvilston was doing was part of the scheme for the evacuation 
of Gallipoli, then he (his lordship) thought she was carrying out an operation 
of war. But she might have been carrying out operations quite independent 
of the evacuation. But both the other members of the Court thought that 
there was sufficient material upon the evidence to deal with the matter, 
and were entitled to consider the facts of the evacuation, and that upon 
those facts they agreed with Bailhache, J., that the Bonvilston was engaged 
in a warlike operation. If that was so, then the authorities referred to 
in the House of Lords prevailed, the appeal failed, and must be dismissed. 

Wareineton, L.J., and Scrutton, L.J., delivered judgment to the same 
effect, the former observing that there was no material distinction between 
carrying the actual combative forces of the Crown and carrying the equip- 
ment to be used by them.—CounseL: R. A. Wright, K.C., and Claughton 

‘Scott; Sir John Simon, K.C., Mackinnon, K.@., and Langton. Sowicrrors : 
Parker, Garrett & Co. ; Ince, Colt, Ince & Roscoe. 


[Reported by H. LaANarorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


WHITE v. WILLIAMS. C.A. No. 2. 24th February. 


VenpoR AND PurcHaser—Ricut or CommMoN—APPURTENANT—PRofFIT 
A PRENDRE—SALE oF LAND—RuiGuHT TO PASTURE SHEEP ON ADJOINING 
Hir—Conveyancine Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 6. 


Section 6 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, provides that a conveyance of land 
shall be deemed to include and shall by virtue of this Act operate to convey 
with the land (inter alia) “‘ all privileges, easements, rights and advantages 
whatsoever appertaining or reputed to appertain to the land, or any part 
thereof, or at the time of the conveyance demised, occupied or enjoyed with, 
or reputed or known as part or parcel of or appurtenant to the land or any 
part thereof.” 


Held, that the general words of the section are wide enough to include a profit 
a prendre such as the right to pasture sheep on a sheep walk, which is appur- 
tenant to and enjoyed by the occupants of the land conveyed. 


Appeal fron the decision of the Divisional Court on appeal from county 
court. The action was brought for trespass by turning sheep on a sheep- 
walk alleged by the plaintiffs to belong to them. On 20th August, 1917, 
an estate was put up for sale by auction, which consisted of a number of 
upland farms, the tenants of which had the privilege or right to pasture 
& certain number of sheep on an adjoining hill, and the tenants of an 
adjoining landowner had or claimed to have rights to depasture sheep on 
this same sheep-walk. The defendant’s predecessor in title bought one of 
these farms—No. 6 in the particulars of sale—a farm called Rhwng-y-ddwy- 
afon—and several pieces or parcels of land comprising in the whole 337 
acres odd. It was conveyed to him by a deed dated 19th November, 1907. 

The county court judge had before him evidence of the exercise of the 
right to pasture on the adjoining hill by occupiers of farms held under 
adjoining landowners, and he found that the particulars of the sale by auction 
at Criccieth were sufficiently referred to in the conveyance of 19th Novem- 
ber, 1907, to entitle the defendant to put them in evidence, and that 
the right of depasturing sheep on Craig Goch was a right at all times apper- 
taining to Rhwng-y-ddwy-afon farm, and had always been exercised and 
enjoyed with and reputed and known as appurtenant to the farm, and 
therefore by virtue of the Conveyancing Act of 1881, s. 6, it passed under 
the deeds of 19th November, 1907, and Ist May, 1908, to the grantees without 
_ mention, and that such operation of the Act was not affected by 
the refusal of the grantor in the deed of 19th November, 1907, to allow 

* superfluous express grant to be introduced into the deed. 








Bankes, L.J.: The question is whether the county co rt judge was 
right in law ini his conclusion that the right of pasturing sheep on the sheep- 
walk on the adjoining hill came within the general words of s. 6 of the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881, which provides that a ‘‘ conveyance of land 
shall be deemed to include and shall by virtue of this Act operate to convey 
with the land” (inter alia) “all privileges, easements, rights and advan- 
tages whatsoever appertaining or reputed to appertain to the land, or any 
part thereof, or at the time of conveyance demised, occupied or enjoyed 
oe . or appurtenant to the land or any part thereof.” It 
was contended that the court ought not to include in the general words 
of the section any right in the nature of a profit @ prendre such as this right 
to pasture sheep on the sheep-walk on the adjoining hill. But in the 
absence of any binding decision to the effect that such a right must not be 
included in the general words of the section, I hold that the general words 
of the section are wide enough to include and do include the particular 
right claimed here. 

Atkin, L.J., agreed that the appeal must be dismissed. He said that 
if the right of pasturing sheep on the adjoining hill did not pass under 
the general words which have been introduced into the conveyance by the 
section referred to, anything more entirely contrary to justice one could 
not imagine. This right was a right, first of all, which, if the vendor was a 
freeholder of the sh -ep-walk, and if there were no common or quasi-common 
rights in existence, the general words would still pass to the purchaser 
the right of pasturing sheep which was capable of being a very ordinary 
legal right if the property had already been severed. In view of the evidence 
that the tenants of other farms had exercised rights of pasturage over this 
sheep-walk, the conclusion of the learned county court judge was justified. 

Youncer, L.J. also agreed. The only question before the court is 
whether this right which has been found by the learned judge to have been 
exercised and enjoyed by the tenants of the farms, passed by a conveyance 
of the land, by virtue of s. 6 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. That question 
admits of only one answer. It would be difficult to find more apt words 
to describe this right. The form of words which is included under s. 6 
of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, is as good as a description in terms of this 
particular right of pasturage on this sheep-walk. The argument that a 
right which is in its nature a profit @ prendre, as this right is, can never 
be included in a conveyance by virtue of s. 6 of the Act of 1881, is not 
well founded and in the absence of binding authority, in support of it, cannot 
be accepted. It matters not whether the right is used intermittently or 
not, it is nevertheless included by virtue of the words of the section. Appeal 
dismissed.—CounsEL : J. G. de Montmorency ; Montgomery, K.C., and 7’. E. 
Morris. Soxicitors: Griffiths & Son, for Maddocks, Ogden & Co., Coventry; 
Jacques & Co., for O. R. Owen, Pwllheli. 

[Reported by T. W. MorGAN, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re LEDGARD: ATTENBOROUGH v. LEDGARD. Eve, J. 8th March. 


PRINCIPAL AND SURETY—SECURITIES TO ADMINISTRATION BoND—ACTION 
BY SURETIES AGAINST PrincrpaL—Dvutizs Patp—No Acorvep LIABILITY 
or Suretres—Costs or ACTION. 


A surety is not entitled to come to the court to obtain relief against his principal 
debtor by way of indemnity unless there is an accrued liability on the surety 
which can be enforced by the court. A mere contingent liability is not enough 
to justify an action. . 


This was an action by sureties to an administration bond against the 
administratrix claiming protection against liability. By his will made in 
October, 1914, the testator bequeathed the whole of his residuary estate 
to the defendant, but he omitted to appoint an executor, and he died in 
July, 1917. Of the two sureties who were plaintiffs, one, 8. J. Attenborough, 
was a member of a firm of solicitors, S. Attenborotigh & Co., instructed by 
the defendant to act as her solicitors in the matter of the will, and to obtain 
a grant to her of letters of administration. The other surety was the 
manager of a bank at which the defendant kept her account. In December, 
1917, letters of administration with the will annexed, were granted to the 
defendant, the plaintiffs having joined as sureties in the usual administration 
bond. The plaintiffs alleged in their statement of claim that they joined 
in the bond on the verbal agreement made by defendant with each of them 
that the said firm of solicitors should act as her solicitors, and get in the 
estate and pay the death duties before handing the balance to the defendant. 
In November, 1917, the said firm, acting as such solicitors, paid £329 for 
estate duty on the testator’s estate, and this was repaid to them by the 
defendant. In August, 1920, a corrective affidavit was necessary, and a 
further amount of £153 was paid by the solicitors on behalf of the defendant, 
and this sum remained unpaid by the defendant at the date of the writ in 
this action. It was agreed between S. J. Attenborough and the defendant 
that the £153 should be repaid out of a trust fund of £2,467 in the hands of 
solicitors at Leeds. The writ in this action was issued on 2nd December, 
1920, and at that date no part of the legacy duty had been paid. In 
November, 1920, the defendant instructed the solicitors at Leeds to pay 
the £2,467 to her, and thereupon S. Attenborough & Co. brought an action 
against her for £340, and obtained judgment. In December, 1920, the 
plaintiffs moved for a receiver of the £2,467, but ultimately all duties and 
the £340 were paid, and no order was made on the motion except that the 
costs should be reserved. The plaintiffs contended that they were forced 
to bring this action for their own protection. The defence was that there 
was no jeopardy and no liability. 
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Eve, J., held that there was no agreement between the plaintiffs and 
defendant which could be enforced. With regard to the right of the sureties 
to bring the action, it was not necessary for him to decide whether there 
might not be circumstances under which sureties to an administration bond 
would be justified in coming to the court for protection against an act of 
such a nature as would inevitably result in imposing on the sureties some 
liability by virtue of their position. The question was whether in the cir- 
cumstances of this case the sureties had sufficient ground for launching 
this action as and when they did, having regard to the fact that their 
liability would only arise on the default of the administratrix to pay. 
In the present case there was no threat by the defendant not to pay the 
duties, and there was nothing in the evidence to lead to the suspicion that 
she would not meet her obligations to the Crown. There was a liability 
on the defendant to pay the duties, but there was no accrued liability for 
which the sureties were liable, and on the authorities a surety was not 
entitled to come to the court to obtain relief against his principal debtor 
unless there was an accrued liability on the surety which could be enforced 
by the court. In the present case there was in his opinion, no cause of 
action subsisting at the date of the writ, and the action would therefore 
be dismissed with costs, the costs of the motion being costs in the action. 

CounsEL: Gover, K.C., and Tyrrell; Courthope Wilson, K.C., and 
Whitmore Richards. Sowscrrors: Stanley Attenborough & Co.; Harding 
and Stubbs. 

[Reported by 8. E. WILLIAMS, Barrister-at-Law.]) 


WORDIFIELD v. BOND. 22nd March. 


Mortaace—War Restriction on Sace—“ Prorver State or Rerair” 
INCREASE OF Rent AND MortGaGce Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920 
(10 & 11 Geo. 5, c. 17), s. 7. 

The ** proper state of repair” in which a mortgagor has to keep his property 
in order to obtain the benefit of 8. 7 of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage 
Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920, must be measured by the general condition 
of the property at the date of the mortgage, and must not be extended beyond 
the preservation of the property in that state. 


Sargant, J. 


Any general doubtful or ill-defined terms in a statute must be considered 
and interpreted in such a manner as will best accord with the main object of 
the statute and the mischief sought to be remedied thereby. 


Hawkins v. Gathercole (1855, 6 D.M. & G. 1) followed. 


This action was brought by the plaintiff claiming an injunction to restrain 
a sale on the ground that it was rendered unlawful by s. 7 of the Increase 
of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920. The facts were 
as follows :—The defendant, by a deed dated the 16th of February, 1918, 
conveyed to the plaintiff the Home Farm, Langham, Dorset, in considera- 
tion of £650, of which £180 was paid in cash and £470 was left on mortgage 
and secured by a deed of mortgage of the property dated the 18th of 
February, 1918. In March last year, the defendant gave the plaintiff 
three months’ notice to pay off the mortgage debt, and on her failing to do 
so gave instructions as mortgagee to sell the property. Section 7 provided 
that it should not be lawful for any mortgagee under a mortgage to which 
the Act applied so long as (a) interest at the rate permitted by the Act 
was paid and was not more than twenty-one days in arrear, and (5) the 
covenants by the mortgagor (other than the covenant for repayment of the 
principal money secured) were performed and observed, and (c) the mort- 
gagor kept the property in a proper state of repair . . . to call in his 
mortgage, or to take any steps for exercising any right of foreclosure or 
sale, or for otherwise enforcing the security, or for recovering the principal 
money thereby secured. The defendant admitted that the mortgage was 
one to which the Act applied, but contended that the plaintiff could not 
obtain the benefit of the section because the mortgaged property had not 
been kept in a proper state of repair. The evidence was that the house 
was old and in a bad state of repair, and the plaintiff contended that she 
had kept it in a reasonable state of repair, having regard to the disrepair 
it was in at the time the mortgage was entered into. 

Saroant, J., after stating the facts, said: In my judgment, if regard is 
had to the age and condition of the property at the date of the mortgage, 
the plaintiff has acted quite reasonably with regard to the maintenance 
and repair of the property and the preservation of its capital value. It 
was contended on behalf of the defendant Bond that when buildings were 
out of repair an obligation to keep in repair involved an obligation to put 
in repair. Even assuming that this construction would prevail in the 
case of a private bargain, it by no means followed that the same inter- 
pretation should be placed on a public general statute. In such a case it 
is necessary to consider the scope of the statute arid the mischief sought to 
be remedied, and to give any general doubtful or ill-defined terms such a 
meaning as will best accord with the main object of the measure; see 
Hawkins v. Gathercole (supra). The generality of the phrase “ keep in a 
proper state of repair,’ especially when contrasted with the more specific 
language of s. 2, s-s. (5), of the Act “ good and tenantable repair,” would 
appear to have been used in view of the difference between the relations 
of landlord and tenant and those of mortgagee and mortgagor. Bearing 


that in mind, and having regard to the general scope of s. 7, I have come 
to the conclusion that the “ proper state of repair” in which a mortgagor 
has to keep his property in order to obtain tlie benefit of the section must 
be measured by the general condition of the property at the date of the 
mortgage, and is not to be extended beyond the preservation of the property 
in a state corresponding with that which existed at that date. The plaintiff 
is therefore entitled to have the injunction continued as long as the 





Act of 1920 remains in force and she continues to comply with the provisoes 
of s. 7.—CounseL: A. H. Woolf; H. B. Vaisey. Soticrrors: Henry 
Anderson ; Peacock & Goddard for F. A. Johns, Bournemouth, Hants. 


[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


. ° ’ 
High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
WYE SHIPPING CO. LTD. ». COMPAGNIE DU CHEMIN DE FER 
PARIS-ORLEANS. McCardie J. 24th and 25th January. 


SurppiInc—CHARTER-PARTY— BREACH—INJURY TO BoTToM oF VxEssEL— 
RervsaL To Accept RE-DELIVERY UNTIL VESSEL EXAMINED AND 
REPAIRED—CLAIM FOR PAYMENT OFHIRE AFTER TENDER OF RE-DELIVERY. 


A vessel, after delivery to the charterers, suffered damage to her bottom through 
a breach of the charter-party. When re-delivery was tendered, the owners refused 
to accept the vessel until she had been examined and put in repair. 


Held, that the date of re-delivery was the date on which the charterers had 
tendered re-delivery and that the owners were not entitled to payment for hire 
during the time when the vessel was being repaired ; and that if at the date 
of the tender of re-delivery the charterers had not fulfilled their obligation to 
re-deliver the vessel in good repair, the owners had their remedy in damages. 


Award by an arbitrator in the form of a special case. A charter-party, 

dated 20th October, 1919, was made between the Wye Shipping Co., Ltd., 
and the Compagnie du Chemin de fer Paris-Orleans, in which the latter 
company chartered a vessel for a term of about twelve months from December, 
1919. It was thereby provided that the owners (the Wye Shipping Co.) 
were to maintain the vessel during the service in a thoroughly efficient 
state in hull and machinery, and that the charterers were to pay hire from 
the time when the vessel was placed at their disposal until re-delivery as 
therein stipulated. It was also provided that the cargo was to be loaded 
at a wharf or place directed by the charterers where the steamer could 
** always safely lie afloat.” By clause 7 the steamer was to be “‘ re-delivered 
on the expiration of this charter-party in same good order as when delivered 
to the charterers (fair wear and tear excepted).’’ The vessel was duly 
delivered to the charterers, and in September, 1920, she took the ground 
several times, through the negligence of the Master, while discharging 
a cargo, and her bottom was damaged. The charterers tendered re-delivery 
on 13th December, 1920, but the owners refused to accept re-delivery until 
the vessel had been put in dry dock for examination. She was put in dry 
dock on 17th December, and her bottom, which had been injured, was 
repaired. She was then handed over on 22nd December to the owners. 
The owners claimed hire from 13th December to 22nd December on the 
ground that the vessel was not re-delivered to them on the former date. 
The arbitrator found that the injury to the vessel had been occasioned by 
the grounding in September, 1920, and that the owners were entitled 
to the cost of the repairs and to damages for detention during the execution 
of the repairs, but that they were only entitled to hire up to the date on 
which re-delivery was tendered, i.e., 13th December. 
McCarpig, J., in delivering judgment, said that the charterers had 
broken their undertaking to use the vessel only where she could lie safely 
afloat and were also liable for loss occasioned by the laying-up of the vessel 
for repair. They were not, however, liable for hire after the date on which 
they tendered re-delivery. Owners might require prompt re-delivery 
of a vessel, and he was doubtful whether in such an event a charterer was 
entitled to do repairs if the owner did not wish that they should be done. 
The award of the learned arbitrator must be upheld.—CounsEL : Raeburn, 
K.C., and Langton; R. A. Wright, K.C., and Le Quesne. Sowtcrrors : 
Downing, Handcock, Middleton & Lewis, for Downing & Handcock, 
Cardiff ; Botterell & Roche, for Vaughan & Roche, Cardiff. 


[Reported by J. L. Danson, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASE OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX v. COPE. 19th D:cember, 1921. 

CrrminAL Law—Practice—Act or Gross InpECENCY—ATTEMPT TO 
ProcurE—EvIpDENCE—INTERCEPTED LETTERS—LETTERS Primd FAciE 
INNOCENT—ADMISSIBILITY—CRIMINAL Law AMENDMENT AcT, 1885 
(48 & 49 Vict. c. 69), s. 11. 

Letters, on the face of them innocent, but containing a code known to the 
addressee, by means of which he would receive, through the apparently innocent 
letters, an invitation to commit an act of gross indecency with the writer, con- 
stitute an attempt to procure the commission of a crime within s. 11 of the 
Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885. 


Appeal against conviction. The appellant was convicted at the Lancaster 
Autumn Assizes of attempting to procure the commission of an act of 
gross indecency, and was sentenced to nine months’ imprisonment, with 
hard labour. On 9th July, 1921, one Riley, a soldier, met a youth of 
seventeen years of age, named Price at Blackpool, and there committed 
an act of gross indecency with him on 10th July. Riley was an orderly 
at a hospital near Manchester. He returned to the hospital shortly after- 





wards, having taken with him Price’s name and address. When he got 
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back, Riley told the appellant, who was a fellow soldier and was also an 
orderly at the same hospital, of his meeting with the boy Price, and gave him 
(the appellant), Price’s name and address. In July the appellant was about 
to go to Blackpool on a holiday, and he wrote to Price a letter which con- 
tained the following: ‘“ My friend who met you last week on his way to 
1.0.M., wishes me to see you. Iam coming to Blackpool fora week. I will 
look out for you on Tuesday night about 7 o’clock where the boat starts for 
the I1.0.M. at Fleetwood. Please don’t forget. Don’t be afraid to make 
yourself known to me. I shall be in uniform like he had on. He asked 
me to give you his best wishes, and I want just to have a chat with you 
while lam in Blackpool. Ernest has just gone on a chars-a-banc to Ribble 
Valley. Well, don’t forget Tuesday night at seven. I will be on the look- 
out for you. If you are away at the time, I will drop you a P.C. with my 
address onin Blackpool. Yours very sincerely,C. W. Cope.” The appellant 
failed to keep this appointment owing to his train not arriving in Blackpool 
until after 7 o’clock. He wrote a second letter to Price apologising for 
failing to keep his appointment and suggesting another appointment. 
These letters never reached the boy Price because they were bot! intercepted 
by the boy’s mother, who opened them and handed them to the police. 
The appellant was arrested near the place indicated as the meeting place, 
and when shown the two letters admitted having written them. He was 
charged under sg. 11 of the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885, which 
provides that: ‘‘ Any male person who, in public or private, commits, or 
is a party to the commission of, or procures or attempts to procure the 
commission by any male person of any act of gross indecency with another 
male person shall be guilty of a misdemeanour....” The appellant 
appealed against his conviction and it was contended that there was no 
evidence to justify the verdict. 
Lord TREVETHLIN, C.J., in delivering the considered judgment of the court 
(Lord Treveruin, C.J., Sankey and Branson, JJ.) said: Three points 
were taken before us: (a) that on its true construction, s. 11 of the Criminal 
Law Amendment Act, 1885, does not apply to an attempt by a man to 
procure the commission of an act of indecency with himself. The opposite 
was decided by the Court for Crown Cases Reserved in Reg. v. Jones 
and Bowerbank (1896), 1 Q.B. 4, and we entirely agree with that decision, 
(6) That it is necessary, in order that the writing of a letter should constitute 
an attempt, that the letter should have been received and read by the 
addressee. On this point also the law has been declared and in a sense 
contrary to the appellant’s contention. See Reg. v. Ransford (13 Cox, C.C. 9), 
and Reg. v. Banks (12 Cox, C.C. 393) ; (c) That in any event the letters in 
question did not afford evidence of an attempt to procure the commission of 
an act of indecency, but that they were in themselves colourless and at most 
only an act preliminary to the commission of an offence. The question how 
far back along a chain of acts leading up to the commission of a crime there 
comes the dividing line between those acts which are mere preparation 
for the commission of a crime, and those which amount to an attempt to 
commit it,is not always easy to answer. The law on the subject has been 
considered in a number of cases and a guiding principle enunciated in 
Rex v. Robinson (59 Sou. J., 366; 1915, 2 K.B. 342), where the Lord Chief 
Justice pointed out that the difficulty lies rather in the application of the 
principle to the facts of a particular case than in discovering what that 
principleis. It is clear that ina case like the present, if the letters contained 
an invitation in undisguised terms to commit an act of gross indecency, 
they would be enough to support a conviction for an attempt to do so. 
Reg. v. Ransford (supra). For though there the charge was one of “ inciting,”’ 
and here it is that of “ attempting to procure,” this is immaterial, for the 
letters clearly contemplate participation by the writer in the result of the 
meeting. It is also clear that if it were shown that letters, on the face of 
them innocent, in fact contained a code known to their addressee by means 
of which he would receive through the apparently innocent letter a plain 
invitation to commit such an act, the letters would constitute an attempt 
to procure the commission of the crime. The letters in the present case 
obviously do not contain an undisguised invitation nor is a code suggested ; 
but it is said that they do contain terms which would have conveyed the 
invitation to the mind of their intended recipient, as unmistakably as if it 
had been set out in express terms, and that the jury have by convicting 
found that this isso. We consider that in order to see whether the letters 
do contain such terms that Price would see in them an invitation to commit 
an act of gross indecency with the appellant, the surrounding circumstances 
may, and should, be examined : see Reg. v. Roberts (1855, Dears, C.C. 539). 
Price was a boy known to the appellant to have committed such an act 
with Riley. The appellant writes to Price reminding him of his meeting 
with Riley, sending Riley’s good wishes, telling him not to be afraid to 
make himself known to the appellant, saying that the appellant is going to 
stay a week in Blackpool, and is anxious to meethim, What would sucha 
boy,as Price was known to the appellant to be, understand from such a 
letter ? We think that there was enough to entitle the jury to find that 
Price would have read into it an invitation to repeat with the appellant 
the offence which he had committed with Riley, and therefore that the 
sending of the lettérs was an attempt to procure Price to commit the offence 
and that the conviction should stand. Appeal dismissed.—CounsEx : 
Gilbert Jordan; Goodman Roberts. Soxicrrors: Registrar of Court of 
Criminal Appeal ; The Director of Public Prosecutions. 


[Reported by T. W. MorGaN, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Mr. Charles Warre Prescot, of King’s Pyon House, Weobley, Hereford, 
formerly of Bombay, and Gray’s Inn, solicitor, left estate of gross value 
£18,681. 





In Parliament. 
New Statutes. 


On 29th March the Royal Assent was given to: 

The Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Act, 1922, and several Local Acts, 
And on 31st March to :— 

The Irish Free State (Agreement) Act, 1922. 





House of Lords. 
Bills Presented. 


A Bill entitled an Act to regulate the importation of foreign animals.”’ : 
Earl Grey. (30th March.) 
A Bill—‘“ to amend the law relating to Chancery lunatics ” : The Lord 
Chancellor. (3lst March.) 


Bills in Progress. 
The places of Worship (Enfranchisement) Bill [u.L.] read a second time, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole House. (30th March.) 
The Chartered Associations (Protection of Names and Uniforms) Bill 
[H.L.] passed, and sent to the Commons. (4th April.) 


House of Commons. 


Questions. 
MARRIED PARENTS (LEGAL RIGHTS.) 


Sir H. CORY (Cardiff, South) asked the Home Secretary whether he 
has received any resolutions from organisations urging the introduction 
of a Bill placing married parents on an equal footing as regards the guardian- 
ship, maintenance and custody of their legitimate children ; and whether, 
in view of the widespread demand, he will now introduce such a Measure ? 

Mr. Suortt : The answer to the first part of the question is in the aftirma- 
tive. Legislation to effect this object involves many difficult questions of 
law and pvlicy, and at present I can only say that the whole matter is 
receiving the careful attention of the Government. 29th March.) 


ROYALTIES, 

Mr. Swan (Barnard Castle) asked the Lord Privy Seal if he will initiate 
legislation to take over the coal royalties, and incorporate in such legisla- 
tion powers for local authorities to have claims on such royalty rents, 
or part of same, so as to meet the liabilities, especially of Poor Law guardians, 
to enable them to cope with the distress arising from unemployment ? 

Mr. BripGeMANn : I have been asked to reply. In the present condition 
of the country’s finances the Government are not prepared to introduce 
legislation for the State acquisition of coal royalties. 

BRITISH INTERESTS (JUDICIAL PROTECTION.) 
. 

Mr. 8. Samuet (Putney) asked the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he will inquire as to whether there are any judges in 
Russia and by whom appointed; is there any tribunal in existence for 
commercial cases; and can he inform the House whether, in the event 
of a British subject doing business with Russia, he could recover by process 
of law any debts owing to him ? ‘ 

Mr. Harmsworth: Generally speaking, the Russian constitution as at 
present framed offers no judicial protection, in the sense usually understood, 
for the rights or property of British subjects. (30th March.) 


INDIA (LORD READING). 

Sir J. D. Ress (Nottingham, East) (by Private Notice) asked the Under- 
Secretary of State for India if there is any truth in the reports of the 
resignation of Lord Reading ? 

The Unver-Stcretary oF State ror Invi (Earl Winterton): No, Sir. 
It is much to be regretted that currency should be given outside this House 
to rumours of the type in question, and I am much obliged to my hon. 
Friend for giving me an opportunity of denying it. (31st March.) 

PEACE TREATIES. 
Ex-ENeMy Property. 

Mr. Mitts (Dartford) asked the President of the Board of Trade wha 
circumstances are now accepted by the Public Trustee as sufficient to 
establish the loss of original nationality and present stateless condition of 
persons formerly of German, Austrian, Bulgarian, and Turkish nationality, 
respectively, so as to enable him to release property belonging to them 
which was seized during the War ? 

The Presipent oF THE BoaRp oF TravE (Mr. Baldwin): The circum- 
stances depend upon the law of the country of which the person was a 
national, and it is difficult to summarise them in an answer. Stated 
shortly, they are, in the case of Germany, a formal discharge by the German 
Government or uninterrupted residence out of Germany for ten years 





April 8, 1922 





408 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 








without registration at a German Consulate. Applications for the release 
of the property on the grounds referred to should, where the applicant 
was formerly of German nationality, be made to the Public Trustee. Other 
applications should be addressed to the Administrator of Austrian, 
Hungarian, and Bulgarian Property. Pending the ratification of a Treaty 
of Peace with Turkey, no statement can be made regarding the property of 
Turkish nationals. (3rd April.) 


PROBATION OFFICERS. 

Lieut.-Colonel Sir 8S. Hoars (Chelsea) asked the Home Secretary whether 
he proposes to put into force the recommendations of the Departmental 
Committee on Probation Officers ? 

The Secrerary or State vor THE Home Department (Mr. Shortt): 
The Report, which has only recently been issued, is receiving carefu: 
consideration. I am unable to make any definite statement at present, 


MAGISTRATES AND CORONERS’ COURTS. 

Major Curistorner Lowrner (Cumberland, N.) asked the Home 
Secretary when he will be in a position to introduce a Bill dealing with 
the question of the duplication of proceedings in magistrates and coroners’ 
courts ? 

Mr. Suorrr: It is proposed to deal with this question in the Coroners 
Bill, but 1 cannot at present say when it will be introduced. (4th April.) 





Bills Presented. 
“further to amend the Law with respect to 


The Moneylenders Bill 
Lieut.-Colonel Pownall. 


persons carrying on business as Moneylenders ” 
[| Bill 72.) 

The National Health Insurance Bill—‘ to make further provision with 
respect to the cost of medical benefit and to the expenses of the adminis- 
tration of benefits under the Acts relating to National Health Insurance, 
to repeal Section two and to amend Section twenty-nine of the National 
Health Insurance Act, 1918, and for purposes connected therewith ” : 
Sir Alfred Mond. [Bill 73.] (29th March.) 


The Employment of Children Act (1903) Amendment (Scotland) Bill— 
“to amend the enactments relating to street trading by children and young 
persons under the age of seventeen in Scotland”: Mr. Munro. [Bill 74.] 


The Land Values Rating (England) Bill—*‘‘ to enable local authoritiés 
in England to levy rates in respect of land values’: Mr. Myers. [Bill 75.] 
(30th March.) 

The Factories and Workshops (Bakehouses) Bill—‘* to prohibit night- 
work in bakehouses; and for purposes connected therewith’’: Lieut.- 
Colonel Assheton Pownall. {[ Bill 78.] (3rd April.) 


The Assurance Companies Bill—‘ to amend the Assurance Companies 
Act, 1909, with respect to the information supplied by such companies 
in the annual accounts with regard to investments”’’: Mr. Holmes (on 
leave given). [Bill 82.] 

The Air Ministry (Kenley Common) Acquisition Bill—‘‘to confirm 
an agreement between the Mayor and Commonalty and Citizens of the 
City of London and the President of the Air Council in relation to the 
acquisition of certain lands in the county of Surrey; and for purposes in 
connection therewith’: Captain Guest. [Bill 79.] 

The Kenya Divorces (Validity) Bill—‘‘ to make provision with respect 
to the validity of decrees granted in the Kenya Colony and Protectorate 
for the dissolution of the marriage of persons domiciled in the United 
Kingdom”: Mr. Edward Wood. [Bill 80.] 

The Canals (Continuance of Charging Powers) Bill—‘‘for the con- 
tinuance of Charging Powers in respect of Canal or Inland Navigation 
Undertakings of which possession was retained or taken by the Minister 
of Transport under the Ministry of Transport Act, 1919": Mr. Neal. 
[ Bill 81.] (4th April. , 





Bills in Progress. 
The Representation of the People (No. 2) Bill :—The Bill read a Secord 
time, and committed to a Standing Committee. (31st March.) 








New Orders, &c. 


Orders in Council. 
THE EGYPT (AMENDMENT) ORDER IN COUNCIL, 1922. 


This Order, which (clause 1) is to be read as one with the Ottoman 
Order in Council, 1910, and the Egypt Order in Council, 1915, includes 
the following :— 

Supreme Court. 


2. The Supreme Court for Egypt shall, subject to the provisions of 
Article 4 of this Order, consist of a Judge to be appointed in accordance 
with the provisions of Article 8 of the Principal Order. 





The Judge shall be at the time of his appointment a member of the Bar 
of England, Scotland or Ireland, of not less than seven years’ standing. 

3. During a vacancy in the office of Judge, or in case of the illness or 
incapacity of the Judge, or of his absence from Egypt, the Secretary of 
State may appoint a fit person to act as Judge. 

An Acting Judge shall, during the continuance of his appointment, have 
all the power and authority of the Judge. 

Full Court. 

4.—(1) The Secretary of State shall appoint a person, qualified as 
provided in Article 2 of this Order, to act as President of the Full Court 
provided for in Article 8 (3) of the Principal Order and in the Egypt Order, 
and the President of the Full Court and the Judge of the Supreme Court 
for Egypt sitting together shall constitute the “ Full Court ” for the purposes 
of the said Orders. 

(2) When there is a difference of opinion in the Full Court the opinion 
of the President shall prevail. 

(3) For purposes connected with the work of the Full Court the President 
shall have all the power and authority in Egypt of a Judge of the Supreme 
Court. 

(4) The Full Court shall ordinarily sit at Alexandria, but may sit at any 
place in Egypt. 


13th December 1921 [Gazette, 21st February. 





THE TREATIES OF PEACE ORDERS (AMENDMENT) ORDER, 1922. 


Whereas in pursuance of the powers conferred on Him by the Treaty of 
Peace Act, 1919,and the Treaties of Peace (Austria and Bulgaria) Act, 1920, 
and the Treaty of Peace (Hungary) Act, 1921, His Majesty in Council 
was pleased to make the Treaty of Peace Order, 1919, the Treaty of Peace 
(Austria) Order, 1920, the Treaty of Peace (Bulgaria) Order, 1920, and the 
Treaty of Peace (Hungary) Order, 1921, and various Orders amending the 
aforesaid Orders : 

And whereas it is expedient that the aforesaid Orders as amended should 
be further amended in manner hereinafter appearing : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty, by and with the advice of His Privy Council, 
is pleased to order, and it is hereby ordered as follows : 

1. The Orders made under the said Acts shall have effect and shall be 
deemed always to have had effect as if the words ‘‘shall be the period 
ending the ninth day of February, nineteen hundred and twenty-three ” 
were substituted : 

(a) In Article 1 (xvii) of the Treaty of Peace Order, 1919 (as amended) 
for the words “‘shall be nineteen months from the coming into force 
of the Treaty ”’ ; 

(6) In Article 1 (xxiv) of the Treaty of ‘Peace (Austria) Order, 1920, 
(as amended) for the words “ shal] be eighteen months from the coming 
into force of the Treaty ”’ ; 

(c) In Article 1 (xvii) of the Treaty of Peace (Bulgaria) Order, 1920, 
(as amended) for the words “shall be eighteen months from the coming 
into force of the Treaty ’’; and 

(d) In Article 1 (xxiv) of the Treaty of Peace (Hungary) Order, 1921, 
for the words “‘ shall be ten months from the coming into force of the 
Treaty.” 

2. This Order may be cited as the Treaties of Peace Orders (Amendment) 
Order, 1922, and the Treaty of Peace Orders, 1919 to 1921 and this Order, 
the Treaty of Peace (Austria) Orders, 1920 to 1921 and this Order, the 
Treaty of Peace (Bulgaria) Orders, 1920 to 1921 ana this Order, and the 
Treaty of Peace (Hungary) Order, 1921 and this Order, may respectively 
be cited together as the Treaty of Peace Orders 1919 to 1922, the Treaty of 
Peace (Austria) Orders, 1920 to 1922, the Treaty of Peace (Bulgaria) Orders, 
1920 to 1922, and the Treaty of Peace (Hungary) Orders, 1921 to 1922. 

3rd March. [Gazette, 7th March. 





THE GOVERNMENT OF IRELAND (COMPANIES, SOCIETIES, &c.) 
ORDER, 1922. 


[Recital of section 69 of the Government of Ireland Act, 1920.] 


And whereas for the purposes of the provisions of the said Act relating 
to the transfer of services, the first day of January, nineteen hundred and 
twenty-two, has been fixed as the appointed day as respects Northern 
Ireland in relation to (amongst others) Irish services in connection with 
the matters dealt with by this Order, but no day has as yet been fixed for 
the purposes aforesaid as respects Southern Ireland : 

And whereas the provisions of Section 1 of the Rules Publication Act, 
1893, have been complied with : 

Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 


Part I. 
General. 


1.—(1) This Order may be cited as the Government of Ireland (Companies, 
Societies, &c.) Order, 1922. 

(2) In this Order the expression “‘ appointed day ” means the first day 
of January, nineteen hundred and twenty-two. 

(3) The Interpretation Act, 1889, applies to the interpretation of this 
Order in like manner as it applies to the interpretation of an Act of 
Parliament. 

” * * * * * * 
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Part II. 
Companies, Partnerships, &c. 


3. This Part of this Order applies to the enactments relating to companies, 
partnerships and other persons registerable by the registrar of companies 
and the registrar of business names, that is to say, the Companies Acts, 1908 
to 1917, the Limited Partnerships Act, 1907, the Registration of Business 
Names Act, 1916, and the Newspaper Libel and Registration Act, 1881. 

4. Any company, partnership or persons registered at the appointed day 
in Ireland under any of the enactments to which this Part applies, shall— 

(a) in the case of a company, if its registered office is situate in 
Northern Ireland ; 
(6) in the case of a partnership or person if the principal place of 
business is situate in Northern Ireland ; 
be deemed for the purposes of the said enactments to be registered in 
Northern Ireland. 

5. The officer appointed by the Government of Northern Ireland to 
perform in Northern Ireland the functions of the registrar of companies 
shall, in Northern Ireland, have all the powers of the registrar under the 
enactments to which this Part applies, and references in those enactments 
and in any other enactments to the registrar of companies or the registrar 
of joint stock companies shall, in their application to Northern Ireland, 
be construed as references to that officer. 

* * * * * * 

3rd March. (Gazette, 7th March. 

[For the rest of the provisions relating to companies and partnerships» 
and for the provisions relating to assurance companies, friendly societies» 
trade unions, &c., reference must be made to the full Order.] 








Societies. 
Gray’s Inn. 


EASTER VACATION. 


The Library will be closed on Thursday, 13th April, at 1 p.m., and will 
be re-opened on Thursday, 20th April, at 10 a.m. 





United Law Society. 


A meeting was held in the Middle Temple Common Room on Monday, 
the 27th March, Mr. C. P. Blackwell in the chair. Mr. E. Atkin moved : 
“That the present foreign policy of France is not conducive to the main- 
tenance of peace in, or the economic recovery of, Europe.” Mr. S. E. 
Redfern opposed. Messrs. T. Jameson, Ivan Horniman, G. C. Griffiths- 
Williams, J. H. G. Buller, Neville Tebbutt, and C. P. Kains-Jackson having 
spoken, Mr. Atkin replied. The motion was then put to the House and 
was lost by three votes. 


Association of County Court Registrars. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


The Annual Meeting of this Society took place at The Law Society’s 
Hall, on Friday, the 31st ult., the President, Mr. A. O. Jennings, M.B.E. 
(Brighton) taking the chair. Those present included: Mr. P. N. Binns 
(Bedford), Mr. A. Canham (Sudbury), Mr. F. P. Charles (Swansea), Mr. 
F. W. Cooke (Norwich), Mr. Gurney Coombs (Oundle), Mr. G. B. Cope 
(Wolverhampton), Mr. R. Farmer (Chester), Mr. L. M. Friend (Brentford), 
Mr. C. Hayles (Rye), Mr. C. E. Lamb (Kettering), Mr. A. L. Lowe, C.B.E. 
(Birmingham), Mr. C. E. Nield (Liverpool), Mr. J. C. Parker (High Wycombe) 
Mr. H. J. E. Price (Haverfordwest), Mr. R. Pybus (Gateshead, Vice- 
President), Mr. G. Shilton (West London), Mr. F. F. Smith (Rochester), 
Mr. D. E. Stephens (Carmarthen), Mr. Roderick Vaughan (Marylebone), 
Mr. G. Owen White (Whitechapel), Mr. P. H. Wilmot (West Bromwich), and 
Mr. John E. Daw (Exeter, Vice-President and Hon. Secretary). 

The annual report referred to the County Court Fees Committee and 
stated that the President and Mr. Smith gave evidence before it. The 
view taken by the Committee was that any substantial increase in the 
present fees was likely to damage the usefulness of the Courts, but that 
if an increase was considered essential it should be in fees charged on claims 
for sums exceeding £20, or perhaps £40. Certain other suggestions were 
made with a view to removing anomalies in the present Schedule A fees. 
The Committee were also invited to make suggestions as to amendments 
in the Schedule B fees, considered “*‘ without regarding the effect of any 
alterations in the remuneration of the officers of the Court,’’ but it was 
felt it was impossible for the Committee usefully or properly to make 
suggestions from that point of view, having regard to the present basis 
on which Registrars are remunerated, though the Committee expressed 
themselves prepared to consider any proposals that might be put before 
them. 

The PreEsIDENT, in moving the adoption of the report, said that it 
referred to the new rules which had been published applicable t6 
the default procedure introduced under the County Courts Act, 1919 
In the opinion of the Committee these could scarcely be considered 
to have reached their final form and suggestions continued to be 
mede by them to the Rule Committee with the main objects of simplification 








and increased facilities for obtaining judgment in undisputed cases. 
The Committee had {devoted a considerable time to suggestions 
for the simplification of procedure and various suggestions to that end 
were now under consideration by the Rule Committee. He thought 
there could be very little doubt, especially after the Geddes report, that 
the court fees would be increased and they would all watch the effect of 
that with some concern. Judging from the High Court experience, 
the suitor was a long suffering animal as far as fees were concerned, and 
would have his litigation whatever he had to pay for it, but he feared 
that the debt collecting side of the work would be further affected. He 
understood that the clerks had made very wholesale suggestions. He 
had no idea whether the registrars would have an opportunity of considering 
these before they were acted upon, but he thought they ought. With 
regard to the County Court Staff Committee Report, progress in 
carrying out the recommendations therein contained had, in spite 
of continual efforts by the Committee, and frequent recommenda- 
tions to the departments concerned, been slow. It was understood 
that the Lord Chancellor’s department and the Treasury were agreed 
in accepting the re commendations in principle, but that after some hesitation 
it had been decided that it was impracticable to give effect to any sub- 
stantial part of them without legislation, which was to be shortly introduced. 
In the meantime, an assurance that any benefit accruing to registrars 
should date back to the Ist January 1921 had been repeated. It would 
be remembered that the material recommendations of the Report, so far 
as the registrars were concerned, were that post-war registrars should 
be put in the same position as others, that the remuneration of all registrars 
should)be net, i.e., independent of payment to clerks, and that till the new 
scheme came into operation registrars should receive the ordinary civil 
service bonus based on their actual earnings. ‘And there was a recommenda- 
tion that the old dual control should be abolished and a central authority 
established. The last-mentioned suggestion had been carried out. There 
was now one County Court department at the House of Lords under the 
control of the Lord Chancellor and that, at least, was to the good. He 
was told that two Bills would be introduced in the present session, one of 
which would enable the temporary bonus to be paid, and the other would 
repeal s. 45 of the Act and enable the authorities to carry out most of the 
other recommendations. He was assured that it was the intention of the 
Government to press forward these measures. Some stimulus to this 
might be found in the Geddes Report, which spoke of the present system 
as being “ archaic’? and ‘ unbusinesslike,’’ and called on the Lord Chan- 
cellor to present a report to Parliament before the end of the year on the 
subject of the increase of the fees and the establishment of the staff, in 
order that Parliament might be afforded an opportunity of ascertaining 
what progress should have been made in these directions. He could only 
repeat that the committee constantly bore in mind that it was their duty 
to lose no opportunity of pressing the impossibility of allowing these griev- 
ances, which the staff Committee had recognised, to remain unredressed. 
He should like to add that the Committee of the Association had 
never taken the view that it was a mere trade union which existed for no 
other purpose than that of obtaining the most it could for its members. 
A considerable portion of their activities had been devoted to making the 
courts more efficient instruments for the enforcement of justice and the 
interpretation and administration of the law. The Report also referred 
to the closing of the courts for a fortnight in the summer. He thought 
that the arrangement made last year to that effect would continue and that 
any registrar who so desired could optain authority to close for a fortnight. 

Mr. Joun E. Daw (Exeter, Vice-President and Hon. Secretary) seconded 
the motion, which was carried. 

Mr. A. L. Lowe, C.B.E. (Birmingham) moved, “ That in the opinion of 
the members of the Association in general meeting assembled: (1) The 
present procedure of dealing with admissions (whole or part) in ordinary and 
default and special default summonses is too complicated and elaborate ; 
(2) In the case of ordinary summonses, there is no need of any provision 
for obtaining judgment on a day earlier than the return day; (3) That the 
dividing line between special default and default summonses should be 
above £20, instead of above £10; (4) That the Committee be requested 
to take the matter into their consideration and make suggestions to the 
County Court Rule Committee, with the view of substituting a simpler 
procedure necessitating fewer and less complicated notices.”’ 

Mr. Jennings was re-elected President. Mr. R. Pybus (Gateshead), 
Mr. A. E. Neil (Liverpool) and Mr. John E. Daw were re-elected Vice- 
Presidents ; Mr. F. W. Cooke (Norwich) and Mr. F. F. Smith (Rochester), 
who retired from the Committee by rotation, were re-elected, and Mr. 
G. Shilton (West London) was re-elected an extraordinary member to 
represent the metropolitan members. 

Mr. G. Shilton moved a resolution to the effect that the advisability 
of abolishing £2 as the limit below which default summonses should not be 
issued should be brought to the notice of the Rule Committee. 





The Society of Incorporated Accountants 
and Auditors. 


The next Examinations of Candidates for admission into the Societ 
of Incorporated Accountants and Auditors will be held on 22nd, 23r 
24th and 25th May. 

Women are eligible under the Society’s regulations to qualify as Incor- 
porated Accountants upon the same terms and conditions as are applicable 
to men. 
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Che Law of Property Bill. 
(Continued from Page 395.) 

2. Tue Contents or “ VestiING INSTRUMENTS,” AND AS TO LAND 
ACQUIRED WITH CAPITAL Money.}—(1) Every vesting instrument for giving 
effect to a settlement or made on a change of ownership of settled land 
(in this Act referred to as a principal vesting instrument) shall contain the 
following statements or particulars, namely :— 

(a) That the land is vested in the tenant for life of full age or statutory 
owner upon the trusts from time to time affecting the settled land : 

(6) The names of the persons who are the trustees of the settlement : 

(c) The powers (if any) relating to the land expressly conferred by the 
settlement in extension of those conferred by the Settled Land Acts : 

(d) The name of any person who has power to appoint new trustees 
of the settlement. 

(2) Where after the commencement of this Act land is acquired with 
capital money arising under a settlement, or in exchange for settled land, 
or a rentcharge is reserved on a grant of settled land, the land shall be 
conveyed to, and the rentcharge by virtue of this Act shall become vested 
in the tenant for life of full age or statutory owner, and the conveyance 
or grant shall be a supplemental vesting deed. 

(3) A supplemental vesting deed executed on the acquisition of land to 
be made subject to a settlement shall contain the following statements or 
particulars, namely : 

(a) That it is supplemental to a vesting instrument therein referred 
to being the last vesting instrument (other than a supplemental vesting 
deed) affecting land subject to the settlement : 

(6) That the land conveyed is to be held upon and subject to the same 
trusts and powers as the land comprised in the principal vesting 
instrument : 

(c) The names of the persons who are the trustees of the settlement : 

(d) The name of any person who has power to appoint new trustees 
of the settlement. 

(4) A supplemental vesting deed reserving a rentcharge on a grant of 
settled land shall contain the following statements or particulars :— 

(a) That the rentcharge is vested in the grantor and is subject to the 
settlement which, immediately before the grant, was subsisting with 
respect to the land out of which it was reserved : 

(6) Particulars of the last principal vesting instrument affecting such 
land. 

(5) The statements or particulars required by this section may be 
incorporated by reference to an existing vesting instrument. 

(6) A vesting instrument shall not be invalidated by reason only of 
any error in any of the statements or particulars by this Act required to be 
contained therein. 

(7) The acquisition of the land shall not operate to increase or multiply 
charges or powers of charging. 

3. Vestine Deeps, ASSENTS, OR DISCHARGES, ON CHANGE OF OWNERSHIP 
or THE Serrtep LAND OR ON THE TERMINATION OF THE SETTLEMENT. |— 
(1) If by reason of an infant attaining full age he becomes entitled to 
the settled land either as a tenant for life of full age or absolutely, he shall 
(notwithstanding any stipulation to the contrary) be entitled to require 
the trustees of the settlement, personal representatives, or other persons 
in whom the settled land is vested, to convey the same to him (but in 
the case of personal representatives subject to their right to require any 
death duties and costs to be provided for) by a vesting deed, assent or 
conveyance (as the case may require) at the cost of the trust estate. 

2) If by reason of the forfeiture, surrender, or determination of his 
beneficial interest under a settlement te person in whom the rettled 
land is vested ceases to have the statutory powers of a tenant for life 
of full age, and any limitations of the settlement are still subsisting, he 
shall be bound forthwith to convey the settled land to the tenant for 
life of full age or statutory owner, by a vesting deed, at the cost of the 
trust estate. 

(3) If by reason of the satisfaction or determination of all interests, 
powers, and charges, other than the estate and powers of a person of full 
age who has become absolutely entitled, the settlement is determined, 
either as to the whole or any part of the settled land, then the trustees 
of the settlement shall, at the cost of the trust estate, by deed declare that 
they are discharged from the trust, either as to the whole or any part of 
the land as the case may require, and thenceforth a purchaser of a legal 
estate shall be entitled to assume that such land has ceased to be settled 
land. 

(4) If the trustees of the settlement, on being requested so to do by the 
person of full age who has become absolutely entitled, refuse to execute a 
deed of discharge, or if for any reason the discharge cannot be effected without 
undue delay or expense, such person may apply to the court for an order 
discharging the trustees, as respects the whole or any part of the settled 
land, and the court may make such order as it may think fit. 

(5) This section applies whéther the settlement comes into operation 
before or after the commencement or by virtue of this Act. 

4. As To SETTLEMENTS CREATED BY WILL AFTER THIS ACT AND AS TO 
SerrLep LAND VESTED IN A PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE AT THE COM- 
MENCEMENT OF THIS Act.}—(1) Where a settlement is created by the will 
of a person who dies after the commencement of this Act, the will shall, 
for the purposes of this Act, be deemed “‘ the trust deed ’’ and where settled 
land remains at the commencement of this Act vested in the personal 
representatives of a person who dies before such commencement, the 





settlement (including a will and a settlement deemed to be subsisting or 
to have been made by any person) shall, for the purposes of this Act, be 
deemed “‘ the trust deed.” [Redrafted.] 

(2) Subject to the rights and powers of the personal representatives for 
purposes of administration, and to their being satisfied that all death 
duties and costs will be provided for, they shall be bound (except during a 
minority) by a vesting assent in writing signed by them (which shall operate 
as a conveyance) to convey the settled land (and so as to bind any equitable 
interest or power which by virtue of this Act or otherwise is protected by the 
settlement) to the tenant for life of full age or statutory owner named 
therein, and, if more than one, as joint tenants at the cost of the trust 
estate. 

5. Forrerrure anp Stamps.}—({1l) Any vesting effected under the 
powers conferred by this Act in relation to settled land shall not operate as 
a breach of covenant or condition against alienation or give rise to a 
forfeiture. 

(2) Nothing in this Act shall operate to impose any stamp duty on a 
vesting assent, nor shall any ad valorem stamp duty be payable in respect 
of a vesting deed or order made for giving effect to an existing settlement. 

6. DevoLutTion or Serrtep LAND on A Deatu.}]—(1) On the death, 
after the commencement of this Act, of a tenant for life of full age or 
statutory owner, or of the survivor of two or more of them, in whom the 
settled land was vested, the same shall devolve upon his personal represen- 
tatives upon trust (subject to the personal representatives being satisfied 
that any death duties and costs will be provided for) to convey the settled 
land by a vesting assent to the tenant for life of full age or statutory owner or 
the person (if any) of full age who has become absolutely entitled thereto at 
the cost of the trust estate. 

(2) This section does not affect the right of the personal representatives 
to transfer or create such legal estates to, take effect in priority to the 
settlement as may be required for giving effect to the obligations imposed 
on them by this Act. 

(3) This section applies to settlements coming into operation either 
before or after the commencement or by virtue of this Act. 

7. Disputes as to Vestine DEEDS AND ASSENTS, AND POWER TO 
MAKE VEsSTING OrpERS OF SeTrLep Lanp.}]—(1) If any question arises 
as to the person in whose favour a vesting deed or assent ought to be executed, 
or as to the contents thereof, the trustees of the settlement, personal 
representatives, or any person interested under the settlement may apply 
to the court for directions under section forty-four of the Settled Land Act, 
1882. 

(2) If any person who is bound to execute a vesting instrument or in 
whom settled land is wrongly vested refuses or neglects to execute the 
requisite vesting deed or assent within one month after demand in writing, 
or if such person is outside the United Kingdom, or cannot be found, or it 
is not known whether he is alive or dead, or if for any reason the court is 
satisfied that the vesting deed or assent cannot be executed, or cannot be 
executed without undue delay or expense, the court may, on the application 
of any person interested, make an order vesting the settled land in the 
tenant for life of full age or statutory owner or person (if any) of full age 
absolutely entitled, and the provisions of this Act relating to vesting 
instruments shall apply to any order so made which shall (if the land remains 
settled land) contain the like statements and particulars. 

(3) No stamp duty shall be payable in respect of a vesting order made 
in place of a vesting assent. 

8. Existinc SETTLEMENTS AND INSTRUMENTS NOT COMPLYING WITH 
THIS ACT TO OPERATE AS “ Trust Deeps.” }—(1) Every settlement of land 
subsisting at the commencement or created by virtue of this Act, and every 
settlement of land which after the commencement of this Act is deemed to have 
been made by any person, and every instrument which under the Settled 
Land Acts is deemed to be a settlement, and every instrument inter vivos 
intended to create a settlement which is executed after the commencement 
of this Act and does not comply with the requirements of this Act, shall, 
for the purposes of this Act, be deemed a “‘ trust deed,” and if a legal estate 
is conveyed by any such instrument as last aforesaid the estate owner shall hold 
the legal estate on trust to execute a vesting deed in the manner required by this 
Act. 

(2) Until a vesting instrument is executed or made pursuant to this Act 
in respect of the settled land, any purported disposition thereof inter vivos 
shall not take effect at law, except in favour of a purchaser of a legal estate 
without notice of any trust, but, save as aforesaid shall operate only as @ 
contract for valuable consideration to carry out the transaction after 
the requisite vesting instrument has been obtained, and a purchaser of a 
legal estate shall not be concerned therewith unless the contract is registered 
as a land charge. 

(3) This section does not apply to land subject to an immediate trust 
for sale, with or without a power to postpone the sale, nor to settled land 
vested in personal representatives, but save as aforesaid applies to a will 
(creating a settlement) of a person who dies before the commencement 
of this Act. 

9.—VESTING DEEDS AND ORDERS FOR GIVING EFFECT TO EXISTING SETTLE- 
MENTS AND TRUST DEEDS INTER VIVOS.]—(1) In the case of every settlement 
of land subsisting at the commencement or created by virtue of this Act 
(whether or not the settled land is already vested in the trustees of the 
settlement), as soon as practicable after such commencement, and, in the 
case of every settlement deemed to have been made by any person after the 
commencement of this Act, and of every instrument which after such commence- 
ment is deemed to be a settlement, and of every instrument inter vivos 
intended to create a settlement which is executed after the commencement of this 
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Ad, and does not comply with the requirements of this Act, as soon as practicable 
after such settlement or instrument takes effect, the trustees (if any) of the 
settlement for the purposes of the Settled Land Acts shall, on the request 
of a tenant,for life of full age or statutory owner, and at the cost of 
the trust estate, execute a vesting deed (containing the proper particulars) 
declaring that the settled land shall vest or is vested in the tenant for life 
of full age or statutory owner named therein (including themselves if they 
are the statutory owners), and such deed shall operate to convey or vest 
the settled land (so as to bind any equitable interest or power which by virtue 
of this Act or otherwise is protected by the settlement) to or in the tenant for 
life of full age or statutory owner named therein, and, if more than one, 
as joint tenants. 

(2) In the case of a base fee whether or not the reversion is in the Crown, or 
of a fee determinable whether by limitation or condition, or of an estate tail which 
by Act of Parliament is incapable of being barred or defeated (whether the 
reversion is in the Crown or not), the entire fee simple is settled land, and 
the instrument creating the estate tail, or determinable fee is the settle- 
ment, and the reversion or right of reverter upon the cesser of such base 
fee, determinable fee, or estate tail shall be deemed to be an estate limited 
by the settlement, and this sub-section shall bind the Crown. 


(To be continued.) 








Treatment of Prisoners. 


The following statement has been issued by the Home Office : 

As there appears to be some misapprehension as to how prisoners sen- 
tenced to the Second Division are treated, the Home Secretary desires to 
explain that the only difference between the treatment of the Second and 
Third Division is that prisoners in the former are clothed in dress of a different 
colour, are segregated as far as possible, and are allowed a letter and a visit 
at the end of the first month and thereafter monthly. The Third Division 
are not allowed a letter and visit until after two months, the next after a 
further six weeks, and thereafter monthly. In all other respects, as regards 
food, labour, &c., there is no difference. 

Mr. Justice Roche, at the Central Criminal Court, on 23rd March, says 
The Times, said that some people supposed that Second Division 
prisoners lived a life of luxury ; but they did not atall. The real distinction 
was that a Second Division prisoner did not associate with people who had 
been convicted before, and therefore did not run the risk of being tainted 
by them. ‘“‘ We send people of the humblest class to Second Division,” 
added the Judge, “‘ when their characters are such that they cannot be 
called habitual criminals. 








Women Barristers. 


The Committee of Judges and Benchers of the Inns of Court who have 
been considering what would be the appropriate robes for women to wear 
in court after their call to the Bar have “ expressed a wish ’’ that the dress 
of women barristers in court shall conform to the following rules : 

(1) Ordinary barrister’s wigs should be worn and should completely 

cover and conceal the hair. 

(2) Ordinary barrister’s gowns should be worn. 

(3) Dresses should be plain, black or very dark, high to the neck, with 
long sleeves, and not shorter than the gown, with high, plain white collar 
and barrister’s bands; or plain coats and skirts may be worn, black or 
very dark, not shorter than the gown, with plain white shirts and high 
collars and barrister’s bands. 








Companies. 
The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, Limited. 


The thirty-third annual general meeting of the shareholders of The 
Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society was held at the registered offices, 104/7, 
Fetter Lane, London, E.C.4, on Tuesday, 4th April, 1922, Mr. Robert 
Chancellor Nesbitt being in the chair. 

The Chairman, on rising to move the adoption of the report and 
approval of the accounts, expressed the regret of himself and the Board 
at the absence of the Secretary, Mr. J. F. Guy, who had undergone a severe 
operation, from which he was glad to know he was recovering. 

The report and accounts having been taken as read, the Chairman 
pointed out that the sales had decreased from £229,759 in 1920 to £206,072 
last year, a decrease of £23,687, and said that shareholders had probably 
realised that through slackness of trade during the whole of the year, there 
was bound to be a falling off in business, but that, with the exception of the 
year 1920, the sales last year were in excess of any previous year, and were, 
in the opinion of the Directors, under the conditions prevailing, very 
satisfactory. The profits amounted to £27,862 2s. 3d., and exceeded by 
£279 15s. 2d. the profits of the previous year. This result had been largely 
effected through the drastic method in which the stock was dealt with at 
the end of 1920. Prices were falling, and many businesses were suffering 
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from holding stocks, bought at high prices, and it was deemed advisable 
to write down their stock considerably. Owing to this, notwithstanding the 
prices at which they were bought, they were able during last year to sell their 
goods at competitive prices, and yet realise a profit. The amount available 
for distribution was £34,546 19s. Id., and the Directors recommended a 
dividend of 14 per cent. per annum, less income tax, against a 20 per cent. 
dividend paid in respect of the previous year. The Directors felt it right, 
having regard to the continued depression in trade, to the obligations of the 
business, and to the uncertainties of the future, to pay a lower rate of 
dividend than in the previous two years, and hoped the shareholders would 
agree with them. The dividend and bonuses would absorb the sum of 
£18,901 17s. 3d., and out of the balance, the Directors proposed to write 
off the sum standing in the balance sheet in respect of a business purchased, 
to add £7,000 to the reserve account, and to carry forward £8,252 3s. 10d., 
out of which provision would have to be made for Corporation Profits Tax. 
He recorded, with regret, the death of Mr. E. A. Bonnor-Maurice, who had 
been a director for eleven years, and upon whose right judgment and advice 
the Board had always been able to rely, and stated that Mr. Bernard Edward 
Halsey Bircham, a member of Mr. Bonnor-Maurice’s firm, had been elected 
to fill the vacancy on the Board. He stated that it had been for many 
years the intention of the Directors to open a branch for the convenience 
of the profession in the West End, and they had had the opportunity of 
obtaining the lease of very suitable premises at 15, Hanover Street, Regent 
Street, at the same time taking over the business of Messrs. Curnock and 
Thompson, West End Stationers. They had taken advantage of the 
opportunity, with the result that solicitors in the West End had now the 
same facilities for getting their work copied and having their stationery 
supplied as those in the more immediately legal districts of London, and 
that a full stock of the Society’s well-known legal forms was now obtainable 
in that neighbourhood. In referring to the purchase of the ‘ Solicitors’ 
Journal,’ in November, 1920, he stated that the size of the paper had been 
increased, tne literary quality of the articles maintained, and the circulation 
increased by over 25 per cent., and he hoped that more customers and 
shareholders would become subsctibers, and that, if they did so, they 
would find the outlay a profitable investment. With regard to the adjoining 
premises which they purchased in 1920, the phenomenal expansion of their 
business had for the moment been checked, so the necessity for larger premises 
was not so urgent. The Directors contemplated rebuilding them when the 
expenditure was justified, and the Rents Restriction Act and the Housing 
question permitted. In the meantime the Society was utilising a portion 
of the premises for its business. He reported that the new offices in Walbrook 
and Tothill Street, Westminster, had justified their existence. The 
Chairman then dealt with certain figures in the balance sheet, pointing 
out that the whole capital was £55,000, the reserve amounted to £45,134, 
that stocks were £3,000 less than in the previous year, and the Directors 
were convinced that, after close investigation, the figure had been arrived 
at on a conservative basis. He pointed out the strong position of the Society, 
the easily realisable assets amounting to £159,200, or more than twice the 
amount of their liabilities to the shareholders and to creditors, and as the 
Society had over 5,000 customers, and nearly 900 shareholders, it was 
evident that a great body of the profession was supporting the Society. 
With regard to the present year, the Chairman stated that it was difficult 
to prophesy, but there were indications that trade was reviving, and he saw 
no reason why good results should not be obtained ; but whether they would 
be as good as had been experienced during the past few years remained to 
be seen, and he added how much the Society owed to the staff and to Mr. 
Cahusac, the Managing Director, whose personal interests were so much 
identified after so many years service with the welfare of the Society. He 
then moved the adoption of the report and the approval of the accounts. 
This was seconded by Mr. Alex. Crossman, and carried unanimously. A 
dividend at the rate of 14 per cent. and the distribution to the customers 
and staff were carried unanimously. The Directors’ fees for the past and 
subsequent years were fixed at £2,000 per annum, and the retiring Directors, 
Messrs. R. C. Nesbitt and M. F. Monier-Williams, and the Auditors, Messrs. 
Fuller, Wise & Co., were re-elected, and the meeting terminated with a vote 
of thanks to the Directors and staff, which was responded to by the Chairman 
and by Mr. Cahusac on behalf of the staff. 
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London Guarantee and Accident Company, 
Limited. 


The accounts of the London Guarantee and Accident Company, Limited, 
for 1921 show that Marine Premiums amounted to £732,590, as compared 
with £1,274,051 in 1920. No transfer has been made from this account to 
the Profit and Loss Account and the Marine Fund is £880,826 or 120.3 
per cent. of the premiums of the year. The General Insurance Revenue 
Account shows premiums of £3,793,054 as compared with £3,821,421 in 
1920 and £212,380 (as against £155,134 in 1920) is transferred to Profit and 
Loss Account. To this is added £49,008 brought forward from 1920, 

£25,417 of interest not credited to other accounts, £75,000 transferred 
from the Investment Reserve Fund as being no longer required, and £11,244 
of Profit on Exchange and Miscellaneous Income, a total of £373,048. 

Dividends already paid absorb £62, 866,£100,000 is carried to reserve in 
connection with Re-insurance Accounts, £125,000 (as against £100,000 in 
1920) is added to the General Reserve Fund, and £10,000 to the Staff Pension 
Fund, while U.S. Tax Payments take £24,598, leaving a balance of £50,585 
to be carried forward. The General Reserve is £550,000 (as against £425,000 
in 1920) and the Investment Reserve Fund of £125,000 is £27,645 in excess 
of the depreciation at the end of 1921. A fiinal dividend of 6s. is recom- 
mended, making 10s. for the year as compared with 9s. for 1920, all less 
tax. 

The annual general meeting will be held at the head office of the Company, 
20, 21 and 22, Lincoln’s Inn Fields, W.C.2, on Wednesday, 12th April, 
at 12 noon, and the transfer books will be closed from 30th March until 
12th April, both days inclusive. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 


The Prospectus and Time-table of the Society’s Lectures and Classes 
(Oral and Correspondence) for the Second Term, 1922 (commencing 
24th April, and ending 23rd June), have been issued. All Lectures and 
Classes are held at The Law Society’s Hall, Chancery Lane, W.C.2. 

The Principal will be in his room at The Society’s Hall on Monday and 
Tuesday, 24th and 25th April, from 10.30 a.m. to 12.30 p.m., and from 

2.30 p.m. to 4.30 p.m., for the purpose of seeing students who desire to enter 
for the lectures or classes of the Term. It is particularly requested that 
all such students will make a point of calling during the above hours, or, if 
they are unable to call, will write to the Principal, giving full particulars 
of their requirements. 

The Principal will aiso be in his room every Tuesday and Friday during 
Term, from 2 p.m. to 4 p.m., for the purpose of being consulted by students. 








Legal News. 


Honours. 

The Master and Fellows of University College have elected Lord Hewarr 
of Bury, Lord Chief Justice of England, to an honorary fellowship in the 
college. 

The King has been pleased to approve that the honour of knighthood 
be conferred upon Mr. Lestre Scorr, K.C., M.P., on the occasion of his 
appointment to be Solicitor-General. 


Dissolutions. 


Freperic Epwin Forster, JAMES WiLson MiTcHELL and THomas 
A.LFrep Bertram Forster, Solicitors, in the City and County of Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, and at Whitley Bay, in the County of Northumberland 
(Keenlyside & Forster), so far as the said James Wilson Mitchell is 
concerned, 3lst day of December, 1921. The said Frederic Edwin Forster 
and Thomas Alfred Bertram Forster will continue the practice under the 
same style as heretofore. 

Tuomas Henry Burr and Wiit1Am Anperton Brice, Solicitors, 
6 and 8, Devonshire-street, Keighley, York (W. & G. Burr & Co.), 31st 
March, 1922. The said Thomas Henry Burr will continue to carry on the 
said business under the same style and at the same address. 


Atrrep Harotp Ruston, Davip Howarp Lioyp, and RonaLp 
Sowersy Ruston, Solicitors, Newmarket, County of Suffolk (Rustons & 
Lloyd), 30th day of March, so far as concerns the said Alfred Harold Ruston, 
who retires from the said firm. The said David Howard Lloyd and Ronald 
Sowerby Ruston will continue to carry on the said business in partnership 
under the style or firm of Rustons & Lloyd. 

(Gazette, 4th April. 
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General. 


Mr. Spencer Whitehead, of Imber Grove, Esher, late Senior Taxing 
Master of the Supreme Courts, left estate of gross value £18,280. 


Mr. George Whitmore Brabant, of Addison-gardens, Kensington, W., 
and of New-square, Lincoln’s Inn, W.C., conveyancer, a member of the 
Institute of Conveyancers left estate of gross value £9,949. 


Mr. James Mills (90), of Bridlington and of Beverley, Yorks, solicitor, 
of Messrs. Crust, Todd, Mills & Sons, a former Town Clerk and Hon. Freeman 
of Beverley, a Steward of the Beverley Race Company, and lately Deputy- 
Sheriff, one of the founders of the Beverley Building Society, left estate 
of gross value £15,023. 


Mr. Justice McCardie paid a tribute to the press during the hearing of 
an action in the King’s Bench Division on 30th March. “‘ Newspaper 
reports,”’ he said, ‘‘ are extraordinarily accurate nowadays. Iam astonished 
often by the accuracy with which cases are reported not only in the High 
Court, but in other inquiries.” 


At Hastings, on 30th March, Emily Louise Banks, a married woman, 
was fined 10s. for pretending to be a solicitor. The proceedings were 
taken by the Incorporated Law Society. It was stated that the defendant 
sent notices signed ““W. G. Langham” to debtors, threatening to take 
action if the money was not paid. There was a local firm of solicitors 
of that name. The defendant confessed that she used the name to make 
people pay up. 

A Bill intituled “An Act to provide for the substitution of a memo- 
randum and articles of association for the existing constitution and 
regulations of the Legal and General Assurance Society, Limited, and to 
repeal The Legal and General Life Assurance Society’s Act, 1878, and 
The Legal and General Assurance Society’s Act, 1919; and for other 
purposes,” has been passed by the House of Lords and read a first time 
in the House of Commons. 


The Times correspondent at Melbourne, in a message of 2nd April, 
says: Mr. Justice McCapley has been appointed Chief Justice of Queensland, 
and will also act as President of the Arbitration Court. A number of 
other judicial appointments have been made in consequence of the retire- 
ment of the Chief Justice, Sir Pope Cooper, and Justices Real and Chubb, 
under the recent State Act imposing an age limit. Sir Pope Cooper had 
been thirty-nine years on the Bench, and there was an affecting scene in 
Court when the retiring Judges took formal farewell of the Bar. 


The Times correspondent at Paris, in a message of 3rd April, says :— 
An interesting point of law involving the competence of French courts in 
litigation between foreigners was argued to-day before the Court of Cassation, 
The facts are these: M. Tereshchenko, formerly Minister for Foreign 
Affairs in Russia, married a young Frenchwoman in Norway three years ago. 
The lady thus acquired Russian nationality. The parties came to France. 
M. Tereshchenko subsequently returned to Norway—whither, according 
to him, private business summoned him—but his wife declined to accompany 
him and stayed behind in Paris. She then sued her husband and mother- 
in-law, who was domiciled in France, before the Seine Civil Court for an 
annual payment of 140,000f. (£2,800) as alimony. Both this court and the 
Paris Court declared themselves competent. M. Tereshchenko and his 
mother thereupon appealed to the Court of Cassation, arguing that a French 
Court was incompetent to try this dispute between foreigners, which was a 
question of Russian family law. Their appeal has now been dismissed 
on the ground that the obligation to keep one’s wife falls under the police 
and security laws, to which even foreigners are subject in France, that it is 
part of the good policing of a State that these laws be not ignored by those 
who inhabit it, and that therefore the Civil Court of the Seine was competent 
to try the case submitted to it. M. Tereshchenko, The Times adds, was 
Foreign Minister in the Cabinet formed by M. Kerensky in October, 1917. 








Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Mr. Justice 
PETERSON, 
Mr. Jolly 
More 
Jolly 
More 
Mr. Justice 
P. O. LAWRENCE. 
Mr. Hicks Beach 
Bloxam 
Hicks Beach 
Bloxam 


EMERGENCY APPEAL Court Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 1. EVE. 
Monday Apr. 10 Mr. Jolly Mr. Bloxam Mr. More 
Tuesday 11 More Hicks Beach Jolly 
Wednesday ... Synge Jolly More 
Thursday Garrett More Jolly 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. RUSSELL. ASTBURY. 
Apr. 10 Mr. Synge Mr. Garrett Mr. Bloxam 
11 Garrett Synge Hicks Beach 
Synge Garrett Bloxam 
Garrett Synge Hicks Beach 


Date 


Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday ... 
Thursday 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very _— that all Policy Holders should 


have r} rm oy Ay A of their = inadequately 
insur loss insurers suff sccordinely. ‘bebENAm "Stone a SONS 


(LIMITED), 26, tin ing Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2. chattel valuers and 
auctioneers (estab! ed over 100 years), have a ial or pe sason and will be glad 
to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, 
works of art, bric-A-brac a speciality —{ADVT. } 
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Winding-up Notices. | 
JOINT STOCK COMPANTES. 
LIMITED 


IN CHANCERY. 
CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE | 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE 
THE DATE MENTIONED. 


London Gazette —FriIpaY, March 31. 

TrpBOLS AND CRABTREE LTD. May 2. John 
Burlington-chmbrs, North-st., Keighley. 

Lonpon & PROVINCIAL NOVELTIES PLEASURE COMPANY 
(DewsBuRY) Lrp. April30. Walter Scott, 5, Parliament- 
st., Hull. 

London Gazette —TUESDAY, April 4. 

JgsMOND Picture Hovse Co. Lrp. May 10. John Gordon 
Pickering, 2, Eldon-sq., Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Apamson Bros. Lrp. April 19. Harold Sadler, 31, North 
John-st., Liverpool. 

CARGO AND GENERAL TRANSPORT LTD. April 29. William G. 
Olliffe, 7, Leadenhall-st., E.C.3. 

H. Morris & Sons Lrp. April 29. Alfred G. 
7, Adam-st., Adelphi, Strand, W.C.2. 

James S. ADAMS Lrp. April 12. Joseph Sykes, Belgrave- 
place, Stalybridge. 

Ison & Sons Lrp. April 17. Frank J. Harper & E. M. Owen, 
13, Pride-hill, Shrewsbury. 

NUAGANE LEATHER Co. (1911) Lrp. May 10. Robert Warner, 
221, Moorgate Station-chmbs., E.C. 


Yates, 


Main, 


Resolutions for Winding-up 
Voluntarily. 


London Gazette —FRiIDAY, March 31. 
Noble Film and Trading Co. Messrs. Tickells Ltd. 
T. & J. Rose Ltd. 
Stentophone (Motor. Acces- 
sories) Ltd. 
St. Augustine’s Links Ltd. 
Sandwich Haven Wharves 
Syndicate Ltd. 
Washington & Co. Ltd. 


td. 
The Standard Works Co. Ltd. 
Bradford Picture Theatre Ltd. 
Dua (Nigeria) Tin Fields Ltd. 
Yarrow and Co. Ltd. 
Sandwich Freeholds Ltd. 
W. H. Reynolds (1915) Ltd. 
Fountain’s Coach & Motor The Northamptonshire 

Co. Ltd. County Boot Manufac- 
The Mutamba Sugar Estates turers’ Syndicate Ltd. 

Ltd. Victoria Works Ltd. 
Ewen Kent & Co. Ltd. Waldorf Motor Co. Ltd. 
Norman Jones Ltd. Alison Broadhurst Machine 
Cobden Mills (Ramsbottom) Co. Ltd. 

Ltd. Alfred Bishop (Subsidiaries) 
Wilfrids Ltd. 
The Fruvin Co. Ltd. 
A. Meeks Ltd. 
Hopeon Bros. Ltd. 
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Holden & Hardingham Ltd. The British Woodworking | 
Auto Wheels Ltd. Machinery Corporation 
Allied Steel Makers & Founders — Ltd. 

Ltd. The Cargo & General Trans- 
Joseph Wesson Ltd. port Ltd 
The Elstree Chemical Works Special Productions Ltd. 
The Rowland Small Tool 

Manufacturing Co. Ltd. 

td. Chas. Straker & Sons Ltd. 
Pitt, Sons & Castell Ltd. Mitchell & Co. (Calcutta) Ltd. 
Phillip Clay & Co. Ltd. Picture Hippodromes Ltd. | 
Girlington Constitutional Club Colour Oxidising Co. Ltd. 

Co. Ltd. H. J. Carter Ltd. 
J. H. & H. Blake Ltd. Derby Fertilisers Ltd. 
Oppenheim & Co. Ltd. Northern Motor Tours Ltd. 
Bolton & Mellard Ltd. The Anglo-Jersey Dairy Ltd. 
Gueret Gait & Co. Ltd. Sheffield Model Dairy Ltd. 
The Leicester Transport Chalk’s Mill Co. Ltd. 

Owners’ Service Ltd. Edward Jackson Ltd. 
John Reeks Ltd. The South American Metal 
The A. T. Kremers Manufac- Syndicate Ltd. 

turing Co. Ltd. Comrades of the Great War 

(Torquay) Club Co. Ltd. 


EVIDENCE 


on behalf of Christianity is provided by the 
CHRISTIAN EVIDENCE SOCIETY 
33 and 34, Craven Street, W.C.2. 


41. 
Philip H. Hopkins & Co. Ltd. 
The Springfield Breweries 
Ltd. 


Ltd. 
Auto Wheels (Foreign Patents) 
Ltd 





| JACKSON, ALBERT, 
| JONES, EDMUND W., Peckham. 


| LAZARUS, MARC, Hove. 


| LLEWELLYN, ELIZABETH, Fochriw. 


| LOWTHIAN, Harry, Great Grimsby. 


| OuiveR, JAMES H., Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gazette —FRIDAY, March 31. 


Bioor, ARCHIBALD J., Easton. Bristol. Pet. March 27. 


Ord. March 27. 

BROOKE, CHARLES W., Dymock. Gloucester. Pet. March 25. 
Ord. March 25. 

BRowN, JAMES, Low Spennymoor. Durham. Pet. March 25. 
Ord. March 25. 

Buren, JOHN S., Foston, nr. Grantham. Wakefield. Pet. 
March 29. Ord. March 29. 

CAINE, EMMA, Manchester. 
Ord. March 29. 

CARRUTHERS, ANDREW, Blackburn. 
March 28. Ord. March 28. 

CARTWRIGHT, ERNEST, Aldersgate-st. 
Feb. 27. Ord. March 21. 

CHAPMAN, CHARLES H., JNR., Cleethorpes. 
Pet. March 27. Ord. March 27. 

CHAPPLE, JOHN C., Penzance. Truro. 
March 29. 

CHeYney, R. E. P., Regent-st. 
Ord. March 28. 

Cuavurcn, Carr. E. H., Newbury. High Court, Pet. March 1. 
Ord. March 28. 

CLARK, FREDERICK, Whitley Bay. 
Pet. March 28. Ord. March 28. 

CLARKE, GEORGE, Heavitree. Exeter. 
March. 27. 

Cook, ALFRED K., Taunton. Taunton. Pet. March 10. Ord. 
March 27. 

Cook, GrorGe F., Welshpool. 
Ord. March 27. 

Cookson, EUGENE, Blackpool. Blackpool. Pet. March 28. 
Ord. March 28. 

Cooper, NICHOLLS & Co., New Quebec-st. 
Pet. Feb. 15. Ord. March 28. 

DAKIN, HENRY, Sheffield. Sheffield. 
March 28. 

ELWIS, HENRY, Hatfield. 
March 27. 
ERRINGTON, Joun, Ashington. 
March 25. Ord. March 25. 
FISHER, MAURICE J., Reading. 
Ord. March 28. 

GASKIN, ALBERT E., Barrow-in-Furness. Barrow-in-Furness. 
Pet. March 28. Ord. March 28. 

GOLDING, WALTER, Cambridge. Cambridge. 
Ord. March 27. 

GoM, FRANK R, Birmingham. Birmingham. Pet. March 10. 
Ord. March 28. 

Gray, WiLtiAM V., West Didsbury. 
March 10. Ord. March 28. 

HALL, Joun C., Castleford. Wakefield. 
March 29. 

HEATHMAN, WILLIAM H., Ashburton. Exeter. Pet. March 28. 
Ord. March 28. 

Hope@son, Usstnson O., Ulverston. 
Pet. March 27. Ord. March 27. 

East Ville, Lincoln. 

March 25. Ord. March 25. 


Manchester. Pet. March 14. 
Blackburn. Pet. 
High Court. Pet. 
Great Grimsby. 
Pet. March 29. Ord. 
High Court. Pet. Jan. 4. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Pet. March 27, Ord. 
Newtown. Pet. March 27. 

High Court. 
Pet. March 28. Ord. 
Sheffield. Pet. March 27. Ord. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. 
Reading. Pet. March 28. 


Pet. March 27. 


Manchester. Pet. 


Pet. Sept. 30. Ord. 


Barrow-in-Furness. 

Boston. Pet. 

High Court. Pet. March 3. 

Ord. March 29. 

High Court. Pet. March 3. Ord. 
March 29. 

LEEMING, ARTHUR, Eastwood, nr. 
Pet. March 28. Ord. March 28. 
Lister, Epwarp L., Staines. High Court. Pet. Dec. 19. Ord. 

March 29. 


Todmorden. Burnley. 


Merthyr Tydfil. Pet. 
March 28. Ord. March 28. 

Love, WILLIAM, Lydney, Glous. 
March 27. Ord. March 27. 


Newport (Mon.). Pet. 


Great Grimsby. Pet. 
March 27. Ord. March 27. 

LvupLow, Jesse F., and LvpLow, Ropert R., Redfield. 
Bristol. Pet. March 29. Ord. March 29. 

Marston, Ezra, Liscard. Birkenhead. Pet. March 29, 
Ord. March 29. 

MYALL, MARGARET S., Harlesden. High Court. Pet. March 27. 
Ord. March 27. 


| Nason, CHARLES F., Colchester. Colchester. Pet. March 27. 


Ord. March 27. 
Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Pet. March 28. Ord. March 28. 

Sheffield. Pet. March 9. 


OXLEY, JOSEPH, Sheffield. Ord. 


Mar. 27. 


PARKINSON, JOHN S., Great Grimsby. 
Pet. March 27. Ord. March 27. 
PERRY, REGINALD G., Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
upon-Tyne. Pet. March 25. Ord. March 25. 
PULFER, AUGUSTUS L., Harrogate. Harrogate. Pet. March 27. 
Ord. March 27. 
RICHARDS, WALTER T., Penydarren. 
March 27. Ord. March 27. 
SELF, Ropert W. F., Croydon. 
Ord. March 29. 

SHEPHARD, RICHARD H., Ramsgate. 
March 27. Ord. March 27. 

SMITH, GEORGE R., Aldgate. 
Ord. March 27. 

TALBOT, EDWIN, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 
March 27. Ord. March 27. 

THOMPSON, HARRY, Sunderland. Sunderland. Pet. March 24. 
Ord. March 24. 

WHEATLEY, Percy A., Aberdare. Aberdare, Pet. March 28 
Ord. March 28. : 
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ALISON, JAMES, Finchley. Barnet. Pet. Mar 11. Ord. Mar, 29. 
BRISTOW, WINEFRED M., Tenbury. Kidderminster. Pet, 
Mar. 30. Ord. Mar. 30. 
CLIFTON, THOMAS, Bentley. 

Mar. 30. 

DACK, LEONARD W., Welwyn. 
Mar, 30. 
Davy, C. W., 
Mar. 29. 
DICKINSON, ALFRED, Middlesbrough. 

Pet. Mar. 29. Ord. Mar. 29. 
GATLEY, BERTHA and Truscott, Lucy, St. Columb. Cornwall, 
Truro. Pet. Mar. 30. Ord. Mar. 30. 
HARDY, JAMES, Baildon. Leeds. Pet. Mar. 31. 
HARVEY, VIVIAN, R. I., Andover. Salisbury. 
Ord. Mar. 31. 
ISRAELS, HERMAN, Manchester. 
Ord. Mar. 31. 
Jones, StR EDGAR ReEeES, Victoria-st., M.P. 
Pet. Jan. 31. Ord. Mar. 29. 
LEWIS, WALTER P., Streatham. Wandsworth. Pet. April 1. 
Ord. April 1. 
MEREDITH, WILLIAM, Penydarren. 
Mar. 30. Ord. Mar. 30. 
MOBBERLEY, RvutH A., Churchill, nr. Kidderminster. Kidder- 
minster. Pet. Mar. 30. Ord. Mar. 30. 
MONSTEVENS, HILDA M., Leamington Spa. 
Mar. 31. Ord. Mar. 31. 
NICHOLLS, EDWARD, Bayswater. 
Ord. Mar. 31. 
Porritt, BEN, Liversedge. 
Mar. 31. 
PRESTON, WILLIAM J., Dalton-in-Furness. Barrow-in-Furness. 
Pet. Mar. 30. Ord. Mar. 30. 
Proctor, WILLIAM C., Liverpool. 
Ord. Mar. 31. 
SPINKS, FREDERICK G., East Dereham. Norwich. Pet. April 1. 
Ord. April 1. 
SPRING, CORNELIUS, East Putney. 
30. Ord. Mar. 30. 
STOVIN, FRED, Chipping Sodbury. 
Ord.Mar. 30. 
TURNER,REUBEN P., Carlisle. Carlisle. Pet. 
April 1. 
| WooLr, HENRY, James-st., Covent-garden. 
Pet. Mar. 6. Ord. Mar. 30. 
Woo.Lr, MIRIAM, James-st., Covent-garden. 
Pet. Mar. 6. Ord. Mar. 30. 
WooLr, Putt J., and Epwin M., Finsbury-sq. 
Pet. Feb. 28. Ord. Mar. 30. 
WYLEY, Hinpa M., Aston, 
Pet. April 1. Ord. April 1. 
Amended Jotice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of March 28, 1922 :— 

THOMAS, JOHN, Bangor. Bangor. Pet. Mar. 24. Ord. Mar. 24. 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of March 31, 1922 :—~ 
GoMM, FRANK R., Olton, nr. Birmingham. Birmingham. 

Pet. Mar. 10. Ord. Mar. 28. 


Great Grimsby. 


Newcastle- 


Merthyr Tydfil. Pet. 
Croydon, Pet. March 29, 
Canterbury. Pet. 
High Court. Pet. Feb. 23. 


Hanley. Pet. 


Sheffield. Pet. Mar. 30. Ord. 


Luton. Pet. Mar. 30. Ord. 


Isleworth. Brentford. Pet. Dec. 30. Ord. 


Middlesbrough. 


Ord. Mar, 31. 
Pet. Mar. 15, 
Manchester, Pet. Mar. 31, 


High Court. 


Merthyr Tydfil. Pet. 


Warwick. Pet. 
Brentford. Pet. Mar. 31. 


Dewsbury. Pet. Mar. 31. Ord. 


Liverpool. Pet. Mar. 17. 


Wandsworth. Pet. Mar. 
Bristol. Pet. Mar. 30. 
April 1, Ord, 
High Court. 
High Court. 
High Court, 


Birmingham. Birmingham, 





]" is very important that one’s Keys should 
he registered by a reliable Company. You 
should ring up 1445 Clerkenwell to-day, and ask 
the British Key Registry about it or write 
London Office, 64, FinsburyPavement, E.C.2. 








LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION WRITE: 











siniiaitite Fire, Burglary, Loss of Profit, Employers’, 
” Fidelity, Glass, Motor, Public Liability, etc. 


THE LICENSES AND 
INSURANCE CO., LTD., 


GENERAL 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of Licensed Property settled by 
on application. 


Counsel will be sent 


VICTORIA EMBANKMENT (next Temple Station), W.C.2. 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


April 8, 1922 





—. 





DR. BARNARDO’S 
HOMES 


CHARTER: 
“No Destitute Child ever 
Refused Admission.”’ 


No Waiting List. 
93,000 Children have been admitted. 
14,497 Children dealt with last year. 
7,331 Boys and Girls average in residence. 
380 Boys in Training for the Navy. 
10,715 Barnardo Boys fought on land and 
sea in the Great War. 
Bequest forms on application to the General 
Director: Rear-Admiral Sir HARRY STILEMAN. 
Head Offices: 18-26, Srepvey CausewaY, Lonpon, E.1 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE AND RAVENSCROFT. 


FOUNDED IN THE Relon oF Witt1AM & Mary, 1689, 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS 


BY APPOINTMENT. * 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks & Coroners. 


93 & 94 CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C.2. 








ESTABLISHED 1878, "PHONE: MUSEUM 5227. 


W. C. BRIGGS & CO., 
LAW & CENERAL BOOKBINDERS, 
5I, Lambs Conduit Street, W.C.I. 


LAW REPORTS Bound in Haltf-Caif at 8s. Gd. 
Cash with order. Returned Carriage Free. 








| 
| 


| ABSTRACTS, 


LONOONS LADY DETECTIVE 


MAUDWEST 


MALE & FEMALE STAFF 





KERR & LANHAM, 


Law Stationers and Lay Agents. 


BRIEFS, DRAFTS 
COPIED AND ENGROSSED. 
COUNTRY ORDERS RECEIVE SPECIAL ATTENTION. 


TAILORS. 16, Furnivat Sr., Horsorn. E.C. 





_REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 
ESTABLISHED 1823. 
Empowered by Special Acts of Parliament. 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED 
LOANS on REVERSIONS and on FREEHOLD 
PROPERTY in POSSESSION. 


The Law Costs on Loans are regulated by Scale. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital £764,825. 


30, CoL_eman Sr., Lonpon, E.C. 





AND DEEDS 





Anglo-German Mixed 
Arbitral Tribunal. 








COMPANY LAW, &. 


Seventh Edition (1922). Price} 108. net ; A post, 11s, 


The Companies Acts, 1908 to 1917. 

With Explanatory Notes, and References to Decided 
Cases. By D. G. HEMMANT, Barrister-at-Law, Editor 
of “Concise Precedents under the Companies (Consoli- 
dation) Act, 1908,” &c. 


Thirty-Fourth Edition (1919). 12s. 6d. net ; by post, 138. 6d. 
Handbook on the Formation, 
Management, and Winding-up of 


Joint Stock Companies. 
Sir FRANCIS GORE-BROWNE, M.A., K.C. 
‘or the practical use of any person interested tn 
les we doubt if any book has achieved a higher 
'—Law Times. 





repu 
Now Ready. 16th Edition (1921). 158. net; by post 16s, 
The Law of Stamp Duties on Deeds 


and Other Instruments. 

By the late E. N. ALPE, of the Solicitor’s Depart- 
ment, Inland Revenue, Barrister-at- -Law. Revised to 
October, 1920, and Enlarged by A. R. RUDALL, A. 
rister-at-Law, "author of “ Party Walls”; with Notes 
on Practice by HERBERT W. JORDAN, Managing 
Director of JORDAN & SONS, LIMITED. 

“Has established itself as one of the leading authorities 
on stamp law.” ’"—Law Quarterly . Review. 


14th Edition (1921). ‘Royal 8v0., 7. 6d. net; by post 8s. 6d 
Company Law and Practice: 
an Alphabetical Guide thereto. 


By HERBERT W. JORDAN, Company Registration 
Agent and Managing Director of JORDAN & Sons, 
LIMITED. 





Fifth Edition. 2p, 6d. net ; by post, 22. 114. 


The Secretary and his Directors. 
By HERBERT W. JORDAN, Author of the above, 
and STANLEY BORRIE, Solicitor. 
“An able and lucid exposition of their important 
functions.” —Incestors’ Guardian. 





PARTY WALLS. 
Third Edition (1922). 15s. net; by post. 16s. 
Party Walls, and the Rights and Liabilities of 
Adjoining Owners in relation thereto at Common Law. 


and under the London Building Act, 1894. By A. R. 
RUDALL, Barrister-at-Law, Author of “ The Law of 
Stamp Duties on Deeds and other Instruments,” &c. 


courant JORDAN & SONS, LTD, 


REGISTRATION 116 to 118, CHANCERY LANE, W.6.2. 
AGENTS. City Branch : 13, Broad St. Place, E.C.2. 


A YEAR for 

Certificated 

Bookkeepers. 
Postal Tuition 88. monthly, includ- 
ing books. Success Guaranteed at 
two advanced examinations. Pros- 
pectus, Testimonials from past | 
students, etc., free on application. | 
CITY CORRESPONDENCE COL- 
LEGE (Dept. 406) ,89, New Oxford 
Street, London, W.C.1. 


Messrs. PENMAN & CO. 


AUCTIONEERS, SURVEYORS AND VALUERS. 
104a, GUILFORD ST., W.C.I. aaa | 


INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE, | 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. | 


For the Treatment of Cote under the Act and | 
privately. For ——. te 9 4 } 
Dr. HOGG, 


MEMORIALS 
STATEMENTS 


and all documents required for 
the purposes of the above 
Tribunal promptly 


Printed or Typewritten 


in Proper Form 




















WANTED To PURCHASE. 
COMMERCIAL CASES, Vols. 1 to 24 or any 
LAW JOURNAL REPORTS, 1919 to i0zt 
LAW REPORTS, 1915 to 1921 
LAW TIMES REPORTS, N.8., Vols. 21 to 29, 


84 and 87. 

TIMES LAW REPORTS, Vols. 10 to 18 and 34. 
LINCOLN’S INN ARCHWAY 
WILDY & SONS, carey st., convon, w.c. 


FOR LIGHT NOURISHING MEALS 


AT VERY MODERATE COST, VISIT 


THE FOOD REFORM RESTAURANT, 


2 & 3, FURNIVAL STREET, HOLBORN. 


0 











SOLICITORS’ LAW STATIONERY, 
SOCIETY, LIMITED, 


104-7, FETTER LANE, E.C.4. (Holborn 1403). 


22, CHANCERY LANE, W.C.2 

27, 28 & 29, WALBROOK, E.C.4. 
49, BEDFORD Row, W.C.1. 15, HANOVER STREET, W.1. 
45, TOTHILL Street, 8.W.1. 6, VicTORIA STREET, 8.W.1. 











Works: 


a > F Medical Superintendent, 
P.O. 16, RICKMANSWORTH, 











Telephone : 














Oo 


AND AT 
SOUTH CASTLE 
TREET, 


| THE MOST EXPERIENCED STAFF FOR LIVERPOOL. 
| Telephone: Bank 4436. | 


COMPANY REGISTRATION, tii 
a PROBATE, SEARCHES, &c. 


| TERMS to London and 
‘Lomon.” mnie, — Country Solicitors for 
Telephone: Crry 4779. 


Che Law Fgency Limited 


EDMUND JORDAN). 


56-62, 


HEAD OFFICES: | 
| (General Manager - 


161, STRAND, 


LONDON, W.C.2. 


(Adjoining King’s College 
and Somerset House). 


Printing, Stationery, 
| Forms, Drafts, ete 


| ‘Erclusive to the Legal ‘Profession, Le | 
Pi Ses ——= iF 
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